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FOREWORD 

By  Hon.  Peter  W.  Rodino,  Jr.,  Chairman, 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

On  February  6,  1974,  the  House  of  Representatives  adopted  by  a 

vote  of  410-4  the  following  House  Resolution  803: 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  acting  as 
a  whole  or  by  any  subcommittee  thereof  appointed  by  the 
Chairman  for  the  purposes  hereof  and  In  accordance  with 
the  Rules  of  the  Committee,  Is  authorized  and  directed 
to  Investigate  fully  and  completely  whether  sufficient 
grounds  exist  for  the  House  of  Representatives  to  exer- 
cise Its  constitutional  power  to  Impeach  Richard  M. 
Nixon,  President  of  the  United  States  of  America.   The 
committee  shall  report  to  the  House  of  Representatives 
such  resolutions,  articles  of  impeachment,  or  other 
recommendations  as  It  deems  proper. 

Beginning  In  November  1973,  acting  under  resolutions  referred  to 
the  Committee  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  with  a  special  appropria- 
tion, I  had  begun  to  organize  a  special  staff  to  Investigate  serious 
charges  against  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

On  May  9,  1974,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  convened  the  Committee  for  hearings  to  review  the  results  of  the 
Impeachment  Inquiry  staff's  investigation.   The  staff  began  its  initial 
presentation  the  same  day,  in  executive  session,  pursuant  to  the  Com- 
mittee's Impeachment  Inquiry  Procedures  adopted  on  May  2,  1974. 

By  June  21,  the  Inquiry  staff  had  concluded  its  initial  presen- 
tation. 

On  June  25,  the  Committee  voted  to  make  public  the  initial  pre- 
sentation including  substantially  all  of  the  supporting  material 
presented  at  the  hearings.   The  Committee  also  voted  to  make  public  the 
President's  response,  which  was  presented  to  the  Committee  on  June  27 
and  June  28  in  the  same  form  and  manner  as  the  Inquiry  staff's  initial 
presentation. 
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Statements  of  information  and  supporting  evidentiary  material 
were  compiled  by  the  Inquiry  staff  in  36  notebooks  and  furnished  in 
this  form  to  each  Member  of  the  Committee.   The  notebooks  presented 
material  on  several  subjects  of  the  Inquiry:   the  Watergate  break- in 
and  its  aftermath,  ITT,  dairy  price  supports,  domestic  surveillance, 
abuse  of  the  IRS,  and  the  activities  of  the  Special  Prosecutors.   In 
each  notebook  a  statement  of  information  relating  to  a  particular  phase 
of  the  investigation  was  immediately  followed  by  supporting  eviden- 
tiary material,  which  included  copies  of  documents  and  testimony  (much 
already  on  public  record) ,  transcripts  of  Presidential  conversations 
and  affidavits. 

The  staff  also  presented  to  the  Committee  written  reports  on 
President  Nixon's  income  taxes.  Presidential  impoundment  of  funds 
appropriated  by  Congress,  and  the  bombing  of  Cambodia. 

In  Book  IX,  evidence  was  presented  to  the  Committee  concerning 
the  nomination  and  confirmation  of  Elliot  Richardson  as  Attorney 
General;  the  creation  of  the  Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force 
and  the  appointment  of  Archibald  Cox;  the  investigation  by  the 
Special  Prosecutor  of  offenses  arising  out  of  the  unauthorized  entry 
into  the  Democratic  National  Headquarters  at  Watergate,  offenses 
arising  out  of  the  1972  Presidential  election,  and  allegations 
involving  the  President,  members  of  the  White  House  staff  or  Pres- 
idential appointees;  the  response  of  President  Nixon  to  this  in- 
vestigation; the  issuance  of  subpoenas  to  President  Nixon  and 
litigation  arising  out  of  the  President's  refusal  to  comply  with 

those  subpoenas;  the  firing  of  Archibald  Cox  and  the  appointment 
of  Leon  Jaworski;  and  court  hearings  concerning  the  18-minute 
gap  on  the  June  20,  1972  Presidential  tape.   Book  IX  also  contained 
Information  about  materials  requested  and  subpoenaed  from  the 
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President  by  this  Committee  from  February  28,  1974  to  May  30, 
1974,  and  the  degree  of  compliance  by  President  Nixon  with 
those  requests  and  subpoenas. 

Every  effort  was  made  to  preclude  inferences  in  the  pre- 
sentation of  this  material.  A  deliberate  and  scrupulous  absten- 
tion from  conclusions,  even  by  implication,  was  observed. 

With  respect  to  the  Presidential  recorded  conversations,  the 
Committee  determined  to  hear  the  recorded  conversations  in  their 
entirety.   The  Presidential  recorded  conversations  were  neither  para- 
phrased nor  summarized  by  the  Inquiry  staff.   Thus,  no  inferences,  or 
conclusions  were  drawn  for  the  Committee.  During  the  course  of  the 
hearings.  Members  of  the  Committee  heard  each  recording  and  simultane- 
ously followed  transcripts  prepared  by  the  Inquiry  staff.   Each  of 
these  transcripts  is  reprinted  under  the  appropriate  Statement  of 
Information. 

During  the  course  of  the  hearings,  the  Committee  found  it  neces- 
sary to  issue  four  subpoenas  to  President  Richard  Nixon  requiring  tape 
recordings  of  98  Presidential  conversations,  as  well  as  certain  papers 
and  things  which  were  believed  by  the  Committee  to  be  relevant  to  the  Watergate 
portion  of  its  Inquiry.   Four  additional  subpoenas  for  tape  recordings  and 
documents  dealing  with  ITT,  dairy  price  supports,  domestic  surveillance  and 
abuse  of  the  IRS  were  issued  on  June  24,  1974.   The  President  has  not  yet 
responded  to  the  June  24  subpoenas. 

In  response  to  the  first  four  subpoenas ,  the  President  furnished  to 
the  Committee  only  edited  White  House  transcripts  of  31  of  the  subpoenaed 
conversations  between  March  17  and  April  18,  1973.   These  edited  trans- 
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scripts  were  summarized  by  the  Inquiry  staff  and  made  a  part  of  the 
evidentiary  material  presented  to  the  Committee.   To  the  extent  that  the 
President  declined  to  comply  with  the  Committee's  subpoenas  and  produce 
the  required  material,  the  record  of  the  Committee  now  made  public  in 
these  volumes  is  incomplete. 

In  a  few  Instances,  Ranking  Minority  Member  Mr.  Hutchinson  and 
I  determined,  pursuant  to  authority  granted  us  by  the  Committee,  to 
defer  the  release  of  evidentiary  material  or  to  delete  it  for  one  of 
the  following  reasons : 

1)  Because  the  public  interest  in  making  the  material  public  was 
outweighed  by  the  potential  prejudice  to  the  rights  of  the  defendant  under 
indictment  and  awaiting  trialj 

2)  Because  the  information  was  classified  or  otherwise  required 
confidential  treatment, 

3)  Because  the  material  was  only  marginally  pertinent  and  was 
considered  to  be  defamatory,  degrading  or  embarassing,  or, 

4)  Because  the  material  was  not  pertinent  to  Presidential 
responsibility  within  the  outer  limits  of  an  Impeachable  offense  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Constitution. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  is  working  to  follow  faithfully 
Its  mandate  "to  investigate  fully  and  completely"  whether  or  not  suf- 
ficient grounds  exist  to  recommend  that  the  House  exercise  its  consti- 
tutional power  of  impeachment. 

I  believe  that  the  readers  of  these  volumes  will  see  that  the 
Committee's  primary  effort  in  carrying  out  its  mandate  has  been  to  ob- 
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tain  an  objective,  impartial  presentation  which  will  enable  each  Member 
of  the  Committee  to  make  an  informed  judgment  in  fulfilling  his  or  her 
constitutional  responsibility. 

I  also  believe  that  the  publication  of  the  record  of  these  hear- 
ings will  provide  readers  with  a  clear  idea  of  the  particulars  of  the 
investigation  and  that  the  proximity  of  the  evidence  will  assure  them 
that  no  statement  of  information  is  offered  without  supporting  eviden- 
tiary material. 
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INTRODUCTORY  NOTE 

The  material  contained  in  this  volume  is  presented  in  two  sec- 
tions.  Section  1  contains  a  statement  of  information  footnoted  with 
citations  to  evidentiary  material.   Section  2  contains  the  same  state- 
ment of  information  followed  by  the  supporting  material. 

Supporting  material  consists  of  information  obtained  at  hearings 
before  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities; 
information  developed  in  executive  session  by  other  Congressional  com- 
mittees; information  furnished  to  the  Committee  by  the  Grand  Jury  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  by  other  grand  juries:  information  fur- 
nished to  the  Conmlttee  by  government  agencies;  transcripts  of  tape 
recordings  of  conversations  among  President  Nixon  and  his  key  associates 
prepared  by  the  Committee  staff;  information  furnished  to  the  Committee 
by  the  President,  the  Executive  Departments  of  the  Government,  the 
Special  Prosecutor,  and  other  information  obtained  by  the  Committee, 
much  of  which  was  already  on  the  public  record. 

Each  page  of  supporting  evidence  is  labeled  with  the  footnote 
number  and  a  description  of  the  dociment  or  the  name  of  the  witness 
testifying.   Copies  of  entire  pages  of  documents  and  testimony  are 
included,  with  brackets  around  the  portions  pertaining  to  the  state- 
ment of  information.   Markings  on  the  documents  include  item  numbers 
and  receipt  stamps  of  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  and  other  agencies 
from  which  the  Committee  received  material. 
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In  a  few  instances,  names  of  persons  In  sensitive  positions 
have  been  deleted  from  documents  at  the  request  of  the  CIA,  FBI  and 
other  Investigative  agencies.   Some  documents  contained  deletions  when 
the  Conmittee  received  them. 

In  the  citation  of  sources,  the  following  abbreviations  are 
used:   "SSC"  for  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign 
Activities;  "SJC"  for  Senate  Judiciary  Committee;  "HJC"  for  House 
Judiciary  Committee;  and  "SFRC"  for  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee. 
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STATEMENT  OF  INFORMATION 


WATERGATE  SPECIAL  PRDSEOJrORS 
JUDICIARY  OOMCTTEE'S  IMPEACHMENT  INQUIRY 
y^ril  30,  1973  -  July  1,  1974 

Part  1 
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1.      On  or  about  April  25,  1973  the  President  directed  H.  R.  Haldeman  to 
listen  to  and  report  on  the  taped  conversation  of  the  March  21,  1973  morning 
meeting  among  the  President,  John  Dean  and  Haldeman.  Haldeman  requested 
and  received  twenty-two  tapes  of  Presidential  conversations  which  took 
place  In  February,  March  and  April,  1973.   That  afternoon  Haldeman  listened 
to  the  March  21  morning  conversation  and  made  notes  from  the  tape.  From 
4:40  to  5:35  p.m.  Haldeman  met  with  the  President  and  reported  to  him  on 
the  contents  of  the  tape.  The  President  concluded  that  Haldeman  should 
listen  to  the  March  21  tape  again  to  ascertain  the  answers  to  certain 
points  of  doubt  raised  by  the  tape.  On  or  about  April  26,  1973  Haldeman 
again  received  the  group  of  tapes  Including  the  March  21  tape.  He  subse- 
quently listened  again  to  the  March  21  tape  and  reported  to  the  President. 
On  April  26,  1973  Haldeman  and  the  President  met  for  approximately  five 
hours,  commencing  at  3:59  p.m.,  and  concluding  at  9:03  p.m.  The  Com- 
mittee has  subpoenaed  the  tape  recordings  of  the  April  25  and  April  26 
conversations  between  the  President  and  Haldeman  but  has  received  neither 
the  tape  recording  nor  a  White  House-edited  transcript  of  the  conversations. 
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1.1  President  Mlxon  statement,  Novenber  12,  1973,  9 
Presidential  Documents  1329 108 

1.2  H.  R.  Haldeman  testimony,  November  8,  1973,  In  re 
Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  915,  923-24,  927-28,  931-33, 
936-39,  942 109 

1.3  Raymond  Zumwalt  tape  log.  Exhibit  7,  In  re  Grand 

Jury.  Misc.  47-73 123 
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1.6  Meetings  and  conversations  between  the  President  and 
H.  R.  Haldeman,  April  25-26,  1973  (received  from 
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2.      David  Young,  former  co-director  of  the  Special  Investigations 
Unit  (the  "Plumbers")  has  testified  that  on  April  30,  1973  Ehrllchman 
Instructed  Young  to  be  certain  that  all  papers  involving  the  Investigation 
of  security  leaks  were  put  in  the  President's  files  before  Young  left  the 
White  House  staff.  Ehrllchman  Informed  Young  of  his  own  resignation  and 
that  he  was  going  to  be  putting  some  papers  in  the  President's  file 
before  he  left. 
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2.1  David  Young  testimony.  May  16,  1973,  District  of 

Columbia  Grand  Jury,  49-50 128 

2.2  John  Ehrllchman  log,  April  30,  1973  (received  from 
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3.      On  April  30,  1973  the  President  announced  that  he  had  accepted 
the  resignations  of  Haldeman,  Ehrllchman  and  Klelndlenst  and  had  requested 
and  accepted  the  resignation  of  Dean.  The  President  also  announced  the 
nomination  of  Elliot  Richardson  as  Attorney  General.   The  President 
stated  that  Richardson  would  have  absolute  authority  to  make  all  decisions 
bearing  upon  the  prosecution  of  the  Watergate  case  and  related  matters, 
including  the  authority  to  name  a  special  supervising  prosecutor  for 
matters  arising  out  of  the  case.   The  President  pledged  that  he  would 
do  everything  in  his  power  to  see  that  the  guilty  were  brought  to  justice. 
During  late  April  public  calls  were  made  for  the  appointment  of  a  special 
prosecutor  for  Watergate  matters  and  on  May  1,  1973  the  United  States 
Senate  adopted  a  resolution  requesting  the  President  to  appoint  a  special 
prosecutor. 


3.1  President  Nixon  statement,  April  30,  1973,  ^*^* 
9  Presidential  Documents  431 132 

3.2  President  Nixon  address,  April  30,  1973,  9 

Presidential  Documents  433-35 I33 

3.3  Washington  Post,  April  28,  1973,  Al,  A14 136 

3.4  Senate  resolution  105,  May  1,  1973,  Congressional 

Record  S8031 I37 
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A.      On  May  7,  1973  Richardson,  Attorney  General-Designate,  announced 
that  he  had  decided  he  would.  If  confirmed,  appoint  a  Special  Prosecutor. 
On  May  9,  1973  the  President  stated  that  Richardson  and  the  Special 
Prosecutor  appointed  by  Richardson  would  have  the  total  cooperation  of 
the  executive  branch.  On  May  10,  1973  Senator  Scott  informed  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Conmittee  that  the  President  had  told  him  he  would  not  inter- 
vene in  the  selection  of  the  prosecutor  nor  in  the  conduct  of  his  office. 
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5.      On  May  21,  1973  Richardson  appeared  before  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  with  Special  Prosecutor  designate  Archibald  Cox.  Richardson 
submitted  to  the  Committee  a  statement  of  the  duties  and  responsibilities 
of  the  Special  Prosecutor  which  Included  a  number  of  suggestions  he  had 
received  from  members  of  the  Committee  and  from  Cox.  The  statement  pro- 
vided that  the  Special  Prosecutor  would  have  jurisdiction  over  offenses 
arising  out  of  unauthorized  entry  Into  the  DNC  headquarters  at  the  Water- 
gate, offenses  arising  out  of  the  1972  Presidential  election,  allegations 
involving  the  President,  members  of  the  White  House  staff  or  Presidential 
appointees  and  other  matters  which  he  consented  to  have  assigned  by  the 
Attorney  General  and  that  he  would  have  full  authority  for  determining 
whether  or  not  to  contest  the  assertion  of  executive  privilege  or  any 
other  testimonial  privilege.  The  guidelines  also  provided  that  the 
Special  Prosecutor  would  not  be  removed  except  for  extraordinary  impro- 
prieties. After  Richardson's  confirmation,  the  statement  was  promulgated 
and  published  as  a  formal  Department  of  Justice  regulation,  effective 
May  25,  1973. 
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6.      On  May  22,  1973  the  President  Issued  a  statement  noting 
Richardson's  selection  of  Archibald  Cox  and  stating  that  Richardson 
had  the  President's  full  support  In  his  detennlnation  to  see  the 
truth  brought  out.   The  President  also  stated  that  executive  privilege 
would  not  be  Invoked  as  to  any  testimony  concerning  possible  criminal 
conduct  or  discussions  of  possible  criminal  conduct  in  the  matters 
then  under  investigation,  including  the  Watergate  affair  and  the  al- 
leged cover-up.   On  May  23,  1973  the  Senate  Judiciary  Connlttee  voted 
to  report  favorably  on  Richardson's  nomination  and  on  the  same  day 
Richardson  was  confirmed  by  the  Senate.  Richardson  was  sworn  in  as 
Attorney  General  on  May  25,  1973.  At  the  time  of  the  swearing  in, 
the  President  had  a  conversation  with  Richardson  about  the  President's 
statement  of  May  22,  1973.  According  to  Richardson,  the  President 
told  him  that  the  waiver  of  executive  privilege  as  to  testimony  referred 
to  in  that  statement  did  not  mean  that  there  would  be  any  such  waiver 
of  executive  privilege  as  to  documents. 
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7.      On  May  30,  1973  Special  Prosecutor  Cox  requested  Special  Counsel 
to  the  President  J.  Fred  Buzhardt  to  be  sure  that  steps  had  been  taken 
to  ensure  that  nothing  was  put  into  or  taken  out  of  any  of  the  White 
House  files  affecting  the  Watergate  investigation  and  other  matters 
within  the  Special  Prosecutor's  jurisdiction.  Cox  stated  that  he  would 
also  like  to  know  what  security  measures  were  in  force  and  when  they  were 
put  into  effect  with  respect  to  such  files.  On  June  1,  1973  Buzhardt 
wrote  Cox  describing  security  measures  in  effect  with  respect  to  the 
files  and  stating  that  the  protection  and  disposition  of  Presidential 
papers  was  a  matter  for  decision  of  the  President . 
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8.     On  June  4,  1973  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt  requesting  more  precise 
assurance  on  security  measures  with  respect  to  certain  White  House 
files  that  Cox  had  specified.  On  June  5,  1973  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt 
supplementing  the  list  of  files  and  stating  that  his  references 
to  "files"  Included  all  diaries  and  logs  of  telephone  calls. 
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9.      On  June  4,  1973  the  President  listened  to  tapes  of  his  conver- 
sations with  John  Dean  In  the  months  of  February  and  March,  1973.  At 
various  times  during  the  day  the  President  spoke  with  Chief  of  Staff 
Alexander  Halg  and  Press  Secretary  Ron  Zlegler  about  the  content  of  the 
tapes.  The  President  Instructed  Bull  that  he  did  not  wish  to  hear  the 
March  21  tape  because  Haldeman  had  notes  on  It.  At  another  point  the 
President  said  that  he  did  not  need  the  March  21  and  April  15  tapes 
because  he  had  those.  After  listening  to  tapes,  the  President  telephoned 
Haldeman;  his  diary  Indicates  that  he  spoke  to  Haldeman  from  10:05  to  10:20 
p.m.  and  from  10:21  to  10:22  p.m.  Between  April  30,  1973  and  June  4,  1973 
the  President  spoke  with  Haldeman  by  telephone  twenty-five  times  and  met 
with  him  seven  times. 
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9.1  President  Nixon  statement,  November  12,  1973, 
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9.3  Tape  recording  of  conversations  between  the 
President  and  Alexander  Halg  and  the  President 
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Judiciary  Committee  transcript  thereof 239 
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9.5  Meetings  and  conversations  between  the  President 
and  H.  R.  Haldeman,  April  30  -  June  3,  1973 
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10.     On  June  11,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  that  he  had  been  informed 
that  a  conversation  between  the  President  and  Dean  on  April  15,  1973  was 
recorded  on  tape  and  requested  access  to  the  tape.  Buzhardt  has  testi- 
fied that  he  spoke  to  the  President  about  Cox's  request.  On  June  16,1973 
Buzhardt  wrote  Cox  that  the  tape  of  a  conversation  between  the  President  and 
Dean  on  April  15,  1973  was  a  tape  on  which  the  President  dictated  his 
own  recollections  of  that  conversation  with  Dean  after  it  was  finished 
and  that  it  would  not  be  appropriate  to  produce  that  tape.  On  June  20 
Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  stating  that  according  to  Cox's  information  the 
President  had  offered  the  tape  to  Assistant  Attorney  General  Henry 
Petersen  while  Petersen  was  in  charge  of  the  investigation.  Cox  again 
requested  the  recording  of  the  President's  April  15  meeting  with  Dean. 
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11.     On  June  11,  1973  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt  requesting  that  an  Inventory 
be  made  of  the  contents  of  any  and  all  the  files  of  Mitchell,  LaRue. 
Liddy,  Strachan,  Colson,  Chapin,  Ehrllchman,  Haldenan,  Dean,  Hunt,  Krogh 
and  Young,  and  files  relating  to  the  Pentagon  Papers  investigation  and 
the  Special  Investigations  Dnit.  On  June  16  Buzhardt  informed  Cox  that 
the  President  alone  had  the  authority  to  order  an  inventory  of  the  files 
and  that  Cox's  proposal  would  be  reviewed  with  the  President.  On  June 
21,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  renewing  the  request.  Cox  has  testified 
that  after  a  period  of  many  weeks  he  was  told  by  Buzhardt  that  there  could 
be  no  agreement  on  such  an  inventory. 
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12.     On  June  13,  1973  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt  and  requested  copies  or 
excerpts  from  logs  showing  the  dates  and  tines  of  meetings  and 
telephone  calls  between  the  President  and  fifteen  named  individuals. 
Cox  has  testified  that  he  received  documents  showing  meetings  and  con- 
versations between  the  President  and  Dean,  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman, 
Petersen  and  Mitchell.  Haig  has  stated  that  Cox  was  told  that  the 
President  had  no  meetings  with  Strachan,  Chapin,  Liddy  and  Hunt. 
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13.     On  June  21,  1973  Cox  requested  access  to  the  ITT  file  that 
had  been  compiled  by  John  Dean's  assistant,  Fred  Fielding.   On  July 
5,  1973  and  on  July  10,  1973  Cox  repeated  his  request.   On  August  13, 
1973  Buzhardt  told  Attorney  General  Richardson  that  he  had  told  Cox 
that  day  that  the  White  House  would  give  Cox  the  ITT  file.  Cox 
subsequently  testified  that  he  received  the  file. 
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14.     On  June  22,  1973  Buzhardt  sent  to  Cox  documents  listing  meetings 
and  conversations  between  the  President  and  Henry  Petersen  during  March 
and  April,  1973  showing  no  contact  between  the  President  and  Petersen  on 
April  17,  1973  and  one  telephone  call  on  April  18,  1973.   (The  President's 
Dally  Diaries  Introduced  Into  evidence  before  Judge  Sirica  on  November 
9,  1973  show  that  Petersen  met  with  the  President  on  April  17,  1973 
and  that  Petersen  had  two  telephone  conversations  with  the  President  on 
April  18,  1973). 
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15.     On  or  about  June  25,  1973  the  President,  then  at  his  San  Clemente 
home,  told  Halg  that  he  wanted  to  hear  the  tape  of  a  certain  telephone 
conversation.  Because  of  difficulties  In  arranging  for  the  tape  to  be 
flown  from  the  White  House  to  San  Clemente,  Buzhardt  was  Instructed  to 
listen  to  the  tape  at  the  White  House.  According  to  Buzhardt  and  Secret 
Service  records,  Buzhardt  listened  to  a  March  20,  1973  telephone  call 
between  the  President  and  Dean.  Buzhardt  reported  to  the  President  on 
the  contents  of  the  tape. 
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16.     On  June  25,  26,  27,  28  and  29,  1973  Dean  testified  before  the 
Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities  (SSC)  .  He 
testified  about  various  meetings  with  the  President  and  made  allegations 
concerning  his  own  and  Haldeman's,  Ehrlichman's,  Mitchell's  and  the 
President's  involvement  in  the  Watergate  case. 
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17.     On  Jtme  27,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  formally  requesting  that 
the  President  furnish  a  detailed  narrative  statenient  covering  the  con- 
versations and  incidents  mentioned  in  Dean's  testimony  before  the  SSC. 
Cox  stated  that  it  was  important  that  the  President's  evidence  be 
obtained  without  undue  interference  with  the  President's  responsibilities. 
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18.     On  June  28,  1973  Fred  LaRue  pleaded  guilty  to  a  one-count  felony 
information  charging  that  he  conspired  with  other  unnaaed  persons  to 
influence,  obstruct  and  impede  the  due  administration  of  justice.  The 
information  charged  a  conspiracy  to  pay  money  to  the  defendants  in 
United  States  ▼.  Liddy  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  their  silence  and 
specified  as  an  overt  act  in  furtherance  of  the  conspiracy  the  receipt 
by  LaRue  of  $280,000  in  cash  on  or  about  Deceober  1,  1972.  LaRue 
agreed  to  disclose  all  information  in  his  possession  and  testify  as  a 
witness  for  the  Government  in  any  and  all  cases  with  respect  to  which 
he  may  have  relevant  information. 
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19.     Richardson  has  stated  that  on  July  3,  1973  tialg  called  him  to 
conq>laln  about  a  news  story  that  Cox  was  Investigating  expenditures 
relating  to  the  "Westam  White  House"  at  San  Clemente.  Richardson  has 
stated  that  Halg  told  him  that  he  ought  to  get  Cox  to  issue  a  statement 
that  Cox  was  making  no  such  investigation.  Richardson  determined  from 
Cox  that  he  was  not  invmstigating  San  Clemente  and  Cox  agreed  to  state 
publicly  that  he  was  not.  Richardson  has  stated  that  he  notified  Halg 
that  Cox  had  agreed  to  make  a  statement  and  that  Halg  told  him  that  the 
statement  was  Inadequate.  Richardson  has  stated  that  the  President 
broke  in  on  the  conversation  and  told  him  that  he  wanted  a  statement 
from  Cox  within  an  hour  that  Cox  was  not  Investigating  San  Clemente. 
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2d.     On  July  6,  1973  Cox  announced  that  the  American  Airlines  Corpora- 
tion voluntarily  acknowledged  it  had  made  illegal  corporate  contributions 
to  the  Conmittee  to  Re-elect  the  President  (CRP)  in  1971-72  and  agreed 
to  cooperate  fully  vith  the  Special  Prosecutor's  office. 
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21.     On  July  6,  1973  the  President,  In  response  to  requests  from 
the  SSC,  wrote  to  Senator  Ervln  that  he  would  not  testify  before  the 
Conmlttee  and  would  not  allow  access  to  Presidential  papers  prepared 
or  received  by  former  members  of  his  staff.  The  President  stated  that 
he  would  allow  present  and  former  White  House  staff  members  to  testify. 
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22.     On  July  10,  1973  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt  that  he  was  dlstuxfoed  by 
the  lack  of  progress  In  obtaining  answers  to  his  several  requests  con- 
cerning access  to  papers  in  the  White  House  files,  inventories  to  certain 
files  and  access  to  the  tape  relating  to  the  April  15  conversation 
between  the  President  and  Dean.  Cox  pointed  out  that  the  delay  was 
hanpering  the  investigation  of  possible  criminal  offenses  by  high 
Government  officials.  Cox  stated  he  was  reluctant  to  report  on  his 
difficulty  encountered  in  obtaining  information  from  the  White  House 
or  to  seek  legal  process,  but  that  he  must  Insist  upon  a  prompt,  cate- 
gorical response  to  each  of  his  requests. 
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23.     In  early  July  1973  the  President  authorized  Haldeman  to  listen 
to  the  tape  of  the  September  15,  1972  conversation  between  the  President, 
Haldeman  and  Dean.  On  or  about  July  10,  1973  several  tapes  and  a  tape 
recorder  were  delivered  to  Haldeman  at  Lawrence  Hlgby's  home.  Haldeman 
has  testified  that  he  took  the  tapes  and  the  tape  recorder  to  his  home 
and  listened  to  the  tape  of  the  September  15  conversation.  On  July  11, 
1973  Haldeman  obtained  and  took  home  six  additional  tapes,  including  a 
reel  covering  conversations  in  the  President's  EOB  office  on  April  15, 
1973.  Haldeman  has  testified  that  he  did  not  listen  to  these  tapes, 
and  returned  them  and  the  tape  recorder  to  the  White  House  the  following 
morning. 
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24.     On  July  10,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  requesting  (1)  copies  of 
records  of  telephone  conversations  and  meetings  between  the  President  and 
Clark  MacGregor  on  July  5  and  6,  1972;  (2)  copies  of  Gordon  Strachan's 
"political  matters  memoranda;"  (3)  a  copy  of  materials  In  John  Dean's 
"Miscellaneous  Intelligence"  file;  (4)  a  copy  of  the  logs  showing  what 
items  from  the  safeguarded  files  had  been  copied  by  former  White  House 
staff  members;  and  (5)  records  of  items  Inserted  into  any  White  House 
file  by  Ehrllchman  or  Young  on  or  after  April  30,  1973. 
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25.     On  July  12,  1973  Senator  Ervln  wrote  to  the  President  on  behalf 
of  the  Senate  Select  Coamittee  stating  that  the  President's  letter  of 
July  6  conflicted  with  the  Committee's  responsibility  to  ascertain  the 
facts  on  matters  it  was  authorized  to  investigate.  On  that  day  the 
Co^d.ttee  authorized  the  Chairman  to  meet  with  the  Pvasldent  to  seek  to 
reconcile  the  matter. 
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26.     On  July  16,  1973  Alexander  Butter£leld,  fomer  Deputy  Assistant 
to  the  President,  testified  before  the  SSC  and  publicly  disclosed  the 
existence  of  a  system  for  automatically  recording  Presidential  conver- 
sations. Also  on  July  16th  the  President  wrote  to  Treasury  Secretary 
George  Shultz,  directing  that  no  officer  or  agent  of  the  Secret  Service 
give  testimony  to  Congressional  conmlttees  concerning  matters  observed 
or  learned  while  performing  protective  functions  for  the  President  or  In 
their  duties  at  the  White  House.  On  July  18,  1973  the  taping  system  was 
disconnected  and  custody  of  the  tapes  transferred  from  the  Secret  Service 
to  the  White  House. 
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27.     On  July  18,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  requesting  eight  tape 
recordings  of  conversations  between  the  President  and  various  White  House 
staff  and  others  whose  conduct  was  under  investigation  in  connection  with 
the  alleged  cover-up  of  the  Watergate  break- in.  Cox  stated  that  the  tapes 
were  material  and  important  evidence  in  an  investigation  of  serious 
criminal  misconduct. 
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28.     On  July  20,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  expressing  his  concern 
about  the  care  needed  to  Insure  that  the  tapes  were  preserved  intact 
and  to  protect  their  integrity  as  possible  evidence.  He  requested 
Buzhardt  to  take  all  necessary  steps  to  see  that  custody  of  the  tapes 
was  properly  limited  and  fully  documented.   On  July  25,  1973  Buzhardt 
wrote  to  Cox  that  the  tapes  were  being  preserved  intact.  Buzhardt 
stated  that  the  tapes  were  under  the  President's  sole  personal  control 
and  that  they  were  being  adequately  protected  under  secure  conditions. 
Buzhardt  stated  that  all  access  to  the  tapes  was  carefully  documented. 
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29.     On  July  20,  1973  Cox  confirmed  that  Ashland  Oil,  Inc.  and  Orin 
E.  Atkins,  Chairman  of  the  Ashland  Oil,  Inc.  Board,  voluntarily  acknowl- 
edged making  an  illegal  corporate  contribution  of  $100,000  to  Maurice 
Stans  of  the  Finance  Committee  to  Re-elect  the  President  (FCRP)  early  in 
April  1972. 
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30.     On  July  21,  1973  Buzhardt  wrote  to  Cox  expressing  regret  that 
the  White  House  had  been  much  slower  than  it  would  have  liked  to  have 
been  in  responding  to  Cox's  requests.   Buzhardt  explained  that  only  the 
President  could  resolve  many  of  the  questions  raised  by  the  requests 
and  that  during  the  period  in  question  the  President  had  had  the  summit 
meeting  with  Mr.  Brezhnev  and  had  been  hospitalized  for  seven  days. 
Buzhardt  stated  that  he  would  have  responses  on  many  requests  early  in 
the  following  week. 


30.1  Letter  from  J.  Fred  Buzhardt  to  Archibald  Cox,  *8® 

July  21,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 400 
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31.     On  July  23,  1973  Halg  called  Richardson.  Richardson  has  stated 
Haig  told  him  that  the  President  had  complained  about  various  Cox  activities, 
including  letters  to  the  IRS  and  Secret  Service  from  the  Special  Prose- 
cutor's office  seeking  information  on  guidelines  for  electronic  sur- 
veillance. Richardson  has  stated  that  Haig  told  him  that  if  they  had  to 
have  a  confrontation  they  would  have  it,  that  the  President  wanted  a  tight 
line  drawn  with  no  further  mistakes  and  that  if  Cox  did  not  agree  they 
would  get  rid  of  Cox.  Richardson  has  stated  that  Cox  agreed  that  the 
request  for  information  contained  in  letters  by  his  office  to  Treasury 
Department  agencies  had  been  over-broadly  stated. 


31.1  Elliot  Richardson  affidavit  submitted  to  ^■S^ 

House  Judiciary  Committee,  June  17,  1974 404 
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32.     On  July  23,  1973  Special  Counsel  to  the  President  Charles  Alan 
Wright  informed  Cox  that  he  had  been  Instructed  by  the  President  that 
the  tape  recordings  requested  by  Cox  would  not  be  made  available  and 
that  the  President  had  concluded  that  doing  so  would  not  serve  the 
public  interest.   On  July  23,  1973  the  President  wrote  to  Senator  Ervln, 
stating  that  he  had  decided  not  to  turn  over  the  tapes  to  the  SSC.   The 
President  stated  that  the  tapes  would  not  finally  settle  the  central 
issues  before  the  Committee  because  persons  with  different  perspectives 
and  motivations  would  Inevitably  interpret  the  comments  on  the  tapes  in 
different  ways.  The  President  also  stated  that  the  tapes  could  be 
accurately  understood  or  interpreted  only  by  reference  to  other  documents 
and  tapes. 
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33.     On  Jaly  23,  1973  the  Special  Prosecutor  Issued  a  subpoena  duces 
tecum  to  the  President  on  behalf  of  the  Watergate  Grand  Jury.  The  sub- 
poena required  the  production  of  materials  relating  to  nine  Presidential 
conversations,  a  memorandum  dated  March  30,  1972  from  W.  Richard  Howard 
to  Bruce  Kehrll,  and  all  "Political  Matters  Memoranda"  and  all  tabs  or 
attachments  thereto  from  Gordon  Strachan  to  H.  R.  Haldeman  between 
Noveafcer  1,  1971  and  November  7,  1972. 
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34.     On  Jtily  25,  1973  Buzhardt  responded  by  letter  to  Cox's  request 
of  June  27,  1973  for  a  narrative  statenent  from  the  President.  Buzhardt 
stated  that  at  an  appropriate  tine  the  President  Intended  to  address 
publicly  the  subjects  the  SSC  was  considering.  Including  Dean's  testimony. 
That  same  day  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt  and  expressed  his  reservations  that  the 
President's  public  statement  woUd  be  responsive  to  his  request  for  a 
testimonial  narrative,  but  that  he  would  postpone  making  a  decision  on 
whether  to  renew  such  request  until  after  the  President's  public  statement. 
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35.     On  July  25,  1973  the  President  informed  Judge  Sirica  that  he 
would  decline  to  obey  the  subpoena  issued  on  July  23,  1973  because  to 
do  so  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  public  interest  and  with  the  Con- 
stitutional position  of  the  Presidency.  The  President  agreed  voluntarily 
to  transmit  the  memorandum  from  W.  Richard  Howard  to  Bruce  Kehrli  and 
the  memoranda  from  Gordon  Strachan  to  H.  R.  Haldeman. 
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36.     On  July  26,  1973  Judge  Sirica  issued  an  order  requiring  the 
President  to  show  catise  vhy  there  should  not  be  full  and  prompt  com- 
pliance with  the  subpoena. 
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37.     On  July  30,  31  and  August  1,  1973  Haldewm  testified  before  the 
SSC.  Haldeman  told  the  Covnlttee  that  he  had  listened  to  a  tape  recording 
of  a  neeting  between  the  President  and  Dean  on  March  21,  1973  from  10:12  to 
11:55  a.m.  that  Haldeman  had  joined  at  11:15  a.m.  Dslng  notes  he  had  pre- 
pared while  listening  to  the  tape,  Haldeman  testified  about  the  entire 
conversation  between  the  President  and  Dean.  Haldeman  testified  that  on 
March  21  the  President  had  told  Dean  that  there  was  no  problem  in  raising 
one  million  dollars  but  that  it  would  be  wrong. 
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38.     On  or  about  August  9,  1973  Cox  met  with  Richardson  and  requested 
a  file  of  documents  concerning  campaign  contributions  by  milk  producers 
then  In  the  possession  of  lawyers  In  the  Civil  Division  of  the  Department 
of  Justice.   Richardson  called  Buzhardt  and  told  him  that  he  wanted  to 
turn  the  milk  producers  file  over  to  Cox.  Buzhardt  later  called 
Richardson  and  told  him  not  to  give  the  file  to  Cox. 
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39.     On  August  13,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Richardson  to  request  access  to 
files  relating  to  the  possible  relationship  between  large  contrjtbutlons 
by  the  Milk  Producers  Association  and  the  Government's  decision  to  grant  an 
increase  in  milk  prices.  On  August  13,  1973  Richardson  wrote  to  Buzhardt 
to  express  his  disagreement  with  the  President's  decision  not  to  turn 
the  milk  files  over  to  Cox.  Richardson  said  that  he  could  find  no 
plausible  basis  for  denying  Cox  access  to  papers  that  were  available  to 
other  personnel  in  the  Justice  Department. 
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40.     On  August  14,  1973  W.  Richard  Howard  was  directed  by  the  Grand 
Jury  to  produce  the  original  carbon  copy  of  a  March  30,  1972  memorandum 
he  wrote  to  Bruce  Kehrll  concerning  E.  Howard  Hunt.   On  August  27  Cox 
wrote  to  Buzhardt  requesting  that  the  document  be  supplied  to  the 
Special  Prosecutor.   On  September  5  Buzhardt  provided  the  requested 
documents  and  Informed  Cox  that  the  authority  to  control  documents  In 
the  physical  custody  of  White  House  employees  was  exclusively  a  matter 
for  Presidential  decision. 
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41.     On  August  15,  1973  the  President  addressed  the  nation.  The 
President  reaffirmed  his  statement  made  on  May  22,  1973  that  he  had  no 
prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate  break-In  and  that  he  neither  took  part 
In  nor  knew  about  any  of  the  subsequent  cover-up  activities.  The  Presi- 
dent also  stated  that  he  would  continue  to  oppose  efforts  to  destroy  the 
principle  of  confidentiality  of  Presidential  conversations  and  would 
not  turn  over  the  tapes  of  his  conversations  to  the  Special  Prosecutor 
or  to  the  Senate  Select  Committee.  The  President  said  that  the  time  had 
come  to  turn  Watergate  over  to  the  courts,  where  the  question  of  guilt 
or  Innocence  belonged. 
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42.     At  an  August  22,  1973  press  conference  the  President  responded 
to  an  Inquiry  concerning  his  recollection  of  what  he  had  told  John  Dean 
on  March  21,  1973  on  the  subject  of  raising  funds  for  the  Watergate 
defendants.  The  President  stated  that  Haldeman  had  testified  as  to  that 
matter  before  the  SSC  and  that  Haldeman' s  statement  was  accurate. 
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43.     On  August  22,  1973  Special  Counsel  Wright  told  Judge  Sirica 
that  the  President  had  told  Wright  that  on  one  of  the  subpoenaed  tapes 
there  was  national  security  material  so  highly  sensitive  that  the 
President  did  not  feel  free  even  to  hint  to  Wright  its  nature. 
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44.     On  August  22,  1973  David  Young  testified  before  the  Grand  Jury  that 
John  Ehrlichman  had  given  advance  approval  of  a  covert  operation  to  examine 
Ellsberg's  files  in  the  office  of  Dr.  Lewis  Fielding.  On  August  23,  1973 
Cox  requested  certain  records  relating  to  the  Pentagon  Papers  natter  and 
the  Fielding  break- in.  On  October  4,  Associate  Special  Prosecutor  Willian 
Merrill  talked  to  Buzhardt  about  the  August  23  request  and  followed  up  his 
discussion  with  a  letter  to  Buzhardt  identifying  eight  documents  that  the 
Special  Prosecutor  needed  Inmedlately.  Cox  testified  on  October  29,  1973 
that  according  to  his  records  none  of  these  documents  had  been  turned  over 
to  the  Special  Prosecutor. 
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45.     On  August  27,  1973  Cox  requested  all  White  House  records 
relating  to  Joseph  Kraft  and  the  electronic  surveillance  of  Kraft. 
Cox's  letter  to  Buzhardt  stated  that  his  request  was  framed  with  the 
specificity  necessary  for  a  subpoena.  Cox  testified  on  November  5,  1973 
that  this  request  had  not  been  filled. 
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46.     On  August  29,  1973  Judge  Sirica  Issued  an  order  requiring  the 
President  to  turn  over  the  recordings  sought  by  the  July  23,  1973 
subpoena  for  In  c&mera  review  by  the  Court.  On  September  6,  1973  the 
White  House  filed  a  petition  for  a  writ  of  mandamus  In  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit  requesting  that 
an  order  be  entered  directing  Judge  Sirica  to  vacate  his  order. 
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47.     In  September  1973  the  Special  Prosecutor's  office  received  the 
Political  Matters  Memoranda  file  kept  by  Strachan  that  had  been  requested 
on  July  10,  1973  and  that  the  President  had  agreed  to  furnish  to  the 
Special  Prosecutor  In  his  letter  to  Judge  Sirica  of  July  25,  1973. 
Cox  has  testified  that  Buzhardt  wanted  to  go  through  the  file  before 
turning  it  over  and  Cox  agreed  so  long  as  he  got  to  see  the  entire  file. 
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48.     On  September  24,  1973  Cox  told  Richardson  that  an  effort  was 
being  made  to  place  Vfhlte  House  documents  out  of  his  reach  by  removing 
materials  or  files  thought  to  be  the  subject  of  a  subpoena  and  placing 
such  materials  or  files  among  the  Presidential  papers.   Special  Assistant 
to  the  President  Patrick  Buchanan  has  testified  that  prior  to  his 
appearance  before  the  SSC  on  September  26,  1973  and  the  Grand  Jury  on 
September  27,  1973,  White  House  counsel  Instructed  him  to  take  his  1971 
and  1972  files  to  the  basement  of  the  Executive  Office  Building. 
Buchanan  has  also  testified  that  he  always  thought  that  such  papers 
were  Presidential  papers. 
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49.     On  Friday,  September  28,  1973  the  President  decided  to  review 
the  contents  of  the  tapes  which  the  Grand  Jury  and  the  Senate  Select 
Conmittee  had  subpoenaed  July  23,  1973  and  directed  General  Halg  to  make 
the  arrangements  for  such  review  commencing  the  following  day  at  Camp 
David.  The  President  asked  his  private  secretary.  Rose  Mary  Woods,  to 
go  to  Camp  David  and  to  transcribe  the  contents  of  the  subpoenaed 
tapes.  Special  Assistant  to  the  President  Stephen  Bull  was  Instructed 
to  accompany  Woods  and  to  cue  the  tapes  to  particular  conversations 
for  her. 

Page 

49.1  Alexander  Halg  testimony,  Decenber  5,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  1936-37,  2005 608 

49.2  John  C.  Bennett  testimony,  Novenfcer  6,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  559-60 611 

49.3  John  Bennett  notes,  September  28,  1973,  Exhibits 

32-B  and  32-C,  In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73 613 

49.4  Rose  Mary  Woods  testimony,  November  8,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73,  821-23,  838 615 


(51) 


50.     On  September  29,  1973  Rose  Mary  Woods  and  Stephen  Bull  took 
between  eight  and  twelve  tapes  and  three  Sony  tape  recorders  to  Canq> 
David.  Halg  has  testified  that  on  September  29,  1973  he  telephoned 
Bull  at  Camp  David  and  that  Bull  stated  that  he  was  having  difficulty 
matching  up  conversations  on  the  reel  with  the  first  item  on  the  sub- 
poena.  Halg  has  testified  that  he  then  telephoned  Buzhardt  who 
informed  Halg  that  only  the  conversation  between  the  President  and 
Ehrlichman  was  demanded  by  the  subpoena  of  the  June  20,  1972  EOB  tape 
and  that  the  subpoena  did  not  include  the  conversation  between  the 
President  and  Haldeman.  Halg  has  testified  that  at  approximately 
10:10  a.m.  he  telephoned  Rose  Mary  Woods  and  told  her  that  the  Presi- 
dent's conversation  with  Haldeman  was  not  included  in  the  subpoena. 
Woods  t3rped  this  information  on  a  note  to  Bull. 
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50.7  John  Bennett  notes.  Eidiiblts  32-B  and  32-C, 

In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73 646 

50.8  List  of  exhibits.  In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73 648 
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51.     Woods  has  testified  that  during  the  weekend  of  September  29-30, 
1973  she  spent  tventy-nlne  hours  transcribing  the  June  20  EOB  tape,  but 
that  she  was  unable  to  conplete  the  tape.  She  has  also  testified  that 
while  she  was  transcribing  the  tape  the  President  came  into  the  cabin 
where  she  was  working  and  listened  to  a  portion  of  the  tape  for  five  to 
ten  minutes,  that  he  pushed  the  buttons  on  her  recorder  back  and  forth 
manipulating  the  tape  and  that  he  commented  that  he  heard  two  or  three 
voices.  Bull  has  testified  that  he  was  unable  to  find  recordings  of  the 
President's  June  20,  1972  telephone  conversation  with  Mitchell  or  his 
April  15,  1973  meeting  with  Dean  and  that  he  discussed  this  with  the 
President  and  Woods  while  they  were  at  Camp  David. 
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51.1  Rose  Mary  Woods  testimony,  November  8,  1973, 
In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73,  802-03,  827-34, 

839-40 650 

51.2  Rose  Mary  Woods  testimony,  November  26,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  37-73,  1234-36,  1321-22 662 

51.3  Subpoena,  July  23,  1973,  Exhibit  27,  In  re 

Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73 667 

51.4  President  Nixon  daily  diary,  September  29,  1973, 

Exhibit  115,  In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73 669 

51.5  Stephen  Bull  testimony,  November  2,  1973,  In  re 

Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73,  355-61,  363 672 

51.6  Stephen  Bull  testimony,  November  6,  1973,  In  re 

Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73,  465-70 680 
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52.     On  October  1,  1973  Woods  continued  work  on  the  transcription 
of  the  June  20,  1972  EOB  tape  at  her  office  In  the  White  House.  During 
the  day  she  began  to  transcribe  from  a  new  Uher  5000  recorder  that  had 
been  purchased  that  day  by  the  Secret  Service  for  her  use.  Woods  testi- 
fied on  November  8,  1973  that  she  took  every  possible  precaution  not  to 
erase  any  part  of  the  tape.  After  the  existence  of  the  gap  In  the  tape 
was  disclosed  on  or  about  November  21,  1973,  Woods  testified  on 
November  26,  1973  that  part  of  the  recording  may  have  been  erased  while 
she  was  talking  on  the  telephone  and  that  shortly  after  she  had  dis- 
covered the  gap  on  October  1,  1973  she  had  reported  to  the  President 
that  a  gap  of  approximately  5-1/2  minutes  existed  on  the  tape  and  that 
she  had  made  a  terrible  mistake.  Woods  also  testified  that  the  President 
had  told  her  the  gap  was  no  problem  because  he  had  been  informed  by  his 
counsel  that  the  June  20th  Haldeman  conversation  had  not  been  subpoenaed. 
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52.1  Rose  Mary  Woods  testimony,  November  8,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury,  Kiar.   No.  47-73,  826-27,  83^33 688 

52.2  Rose  Mary  Woods  testimony,  November  26,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  No.  47-73,  1213-14,  1267-70. 
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52.3  President  Nixon  dally  diary,  October  1,  1973, 

Exhibit  116,  In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  No.  47-73 708 

52.4  Louis  Sims  testimony,  January  16,  1974,  In  re  Grand 

JuEt,  Misc.  No.  47-73,  2309-14 711 

52.5  Stephen  Bull  testimony,  January  16,  19 74,  in  re 

Grand  Jury.  Misc.  No.  47-73,  2353-55 717 
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53.     On  October  4,  1973  Bull  and  Woods  accompanied  the  President  to 
Key  Blsca3me.  They  took  with  them  several  tapes,  including  the  June  20th 
BOB  tape,  and  the  Uher  5000  tape  recorder.   The  tapes  and  the  recorder  were 
kept  in  a  safe  in  the  villa  occupied  by  Woods.  The  Secret  Service  main- 
tained a  log  shoving  who  opened  and  closed  the  safe  that  contained  the 
tapes,  the  tape  recorder,  and  other  envelopes.  According  to  that  log 
access  to  the  safe  was  limited  to  Bull  and  Woods  who  opened  and  closed 
the  safe  on  several  occasions  during  the  three  day  period  the  tapes  were 
In  it.  Woods  has  testified  that  the  June  20  tape  was  neither  removed 
from  the  safe  in  Key  Biscayne  nor  played  during  the  October  4  weekend. 
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53.1  Stephen  Bull  testimony,  January  16,  1974, 
In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  2351,  2359, 

2361,  2363,  2372 722 

53.2  Stephen  Bull  testimony,  January  18,  1974, 

In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  2570-71.. 727 

53.3  Rose  Mary  Woods  testimony,  November  26,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  1255-56 729 

53.4  Access  log  for  Key  Biscajme  safe,  October  4-7,  1973, 
Erfiibit  167,  In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73 731 
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5A.     Richardson  has  stated  that  In  late  September  or  early  October  1973 
he  aet  with  the  President  regarding  the  Agnew  matter.   Richardson  has  stated 
that  the  President  said  that  now  that  they  had  disposed  of  that  matter, 
they  could  go  ahead  and  get  rid  of  Cox. 
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54.1  Elliot  Richardson  affidavit,  submitted  to  House 

Judiciary  Committee,  June  17,  1974 738 
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55.     On  October  11,  1973  Special  Prosecutor  Cox  filed  an  indictment 
against  Egil  Kro^  charging  him  with  making  false  declarations  before 
the  District  of  Columbia  Grand  Jury.  The  indictment  charged  that  Krogh 
had  given  false  answers  when  questioned  about  his  knowledge  of  E.  Howard 
Hunt's  and  Gordon  Liddy's  travels  to  California  for  the  White  House. 
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55.1  United  States  v.  Krogh  indictment,  October  11,  1973 7A2 

55.2  UnltedStates  V.  Krogh '^ocl'*'"** ^^^ 
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56.     On  October  12,  1973  the  United  States  Court  o£  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  Circuit  ordered  the  President  to  turn  over  the 
recordings  subpoenaed  by  the  Grand  Jury  to  Judge  Sirica  for  an  in 
camera  inspection  or  to  submit  a  statement  setting  forth  any  claim 
that  certain  material  should  not  be  disclosed  because  the  subject  matter 
related  to  national  defense  or  foreign  relations  or  was  otherwise  privi- 
leged. The  Court  stayed  its  order  for  five  days  to  afford  the  President 
an  opportunity  to  seek  Supreme  Court  review. 
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56.1.|  Judgement  and  Opinion,  October  12,  1973. 

Nixon  V.  Sirica.  37-41....... 748 
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57.     On  October  15,  1973  Richardson  met  with  Halg  and  other  Presi- 
dential aides  to  discuss  the  tapes  litigation  between  the  Special 
Prosecutor  and  the  White  House.  There  was  discussion  of  a  proposal 
to  produce  a  version  of  the  tapes  and  then  fire  Cox.  Richardson  has 
testified  that  he  said  he  would  resign  if  such  a  proposal  were  carried 
out  and  according  to  Haig  the  proposal  was  dropped  on  that  day.  There 
was  then  discussion  of  the  President's  proposal  to  ask  Senator  John 
Stennis  to  listen  to  the  tapes  and  verify  the  competence  and  accuracy  of 
a  record  of  all  pertinent  portions.  Richardson  agreed  to  seek  to  persuade 
Cox  that  the  Stennis  proposal  was  a  reasonable  way  of  dealing  with  the 
subpoenaed  tapes.  On  the  afternoon  of  the  15th,  Richardson  met  with  Cox 
and  outlined  to  him  the  Stennis  proposal.   Richardson  also  suggested  to 
Cox  that  the  question  of  other  tapes  and  docimients  not  covered  by  the 
subpoena  of  July  23,  1973  be  deferred. 

Page 

57.1  Elliot  Richardson  log,  October  15,  1973,  SJC,  1  Special 
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57.3  Elliot  Richardson  testimony,  SJC,  1  Special  Prosecutor 
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57.4  Elliot  Richardson  news  conference,  October  23,  1973, 
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58.     On  October  17,  1973  Richardson  submitted  to  Cox  a  written  proposal 
for  compromise  that  provided  that  the  subpoenaed  tapes  would  be  made 
available  to  a  third  party  verifier  selected  by  the  President.  The 
verifier  would  be  given  a  transcript  that  omitted  continuous  portions  of 
substantial  duration  which  clearly  and  in  their  entirety  were  not  pertinent 
and  would  then  prepare  a  verified  transcript.  The  Special  Prosecutor  and 
counsel  for  the  President  would  join  In  urging  the  Court  to  accept  the 
verified  record  as  a  full  and  accurate  record  of  all  pertinent  portions 
of  the  tapes.   Richardson  has  stated  that  prior  to  submitting  this  docu- 
ment to  Cox,  he  showed  a  draft  to  Buzhardt,  and  that  at  the  urging  of 
Buzhardt  he  deleted  a  paragraph  of  the  proposal  that  stated  It  related 
only  to  the  tapes  covered  by  the  subpoena.  Richardson  has  stated  that 
Buzhardt  pointed  out  that  the  paragraph  was  redundant  because  the  proposal 
on  Its  face  dealt  only  with  the  subpoenaed  tapes. 
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77-79 768 
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(60) 


59.     On  October  18,  1973  Cox  submitted  to  Richardson  his  comments  on 
Richardson's  proposed  compromise,  noting  certain  objections  on  particular 
points.  Cox  stated  that  the  essential  idea  of  providing  for  Impartial 
but  non-judicial  means  for  providing  the  Special  Prosecutor  with  an 
accurate  version  of  the  content  of  the  tapes  without  his  participation 
was  not  unacceptable.   Richardson  met  with  Halg  and  Wright  at  the  White 
House  and  discussed  Cox's  comments.  On  the  evening  of  October  18, 
Wright  told  Cox  that  four  of  his  comments  departed  so  far  from 
Richardson's  proposal  that  the  White  House  could  not  accede  to  them 
in  any  form  and  that  if  Cox  did  not  agree  the  White  House  would  follow 
the  course  it  deemed  in  the  best  interest  of  the  country. 
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*0'     On  the  night  of  October  18,  1973  Richardson  prepared  a  summary 
of  reasons  why  he  thought  he  must  resign.   Richardson  wrote  that  Cox 
had  rejected  a  proposal  which  Richardson  considered  reasonable,  but 
since  he  appointed  Cox  on  the  understanding  that  he  would  fire  him  only 
for  "extraordinary  improprieties,"  and  since  he  could  not  find  Cox 
guilty  of  any  such  improprieties,  Richardson  could  not  stay  if  Cox 
went . 
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60.1  Elliot  Richardson  testimony,  SJC,  1  Special  Prosecutor 
Hearings  309 784 
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(62) 


61.     On  October  19,  1973  Richardson  net  at  the  White  House  with  Halg, 
Garment,  B»izhardt  and  Wright.  Richardson  was  shown  a  letter  from  Cox 
stating  Cox's  objection  to  a  requirement  that  he  could  not  subpoena  other 
White  House  papers  and  tapes.  Richardson  has  testified  that  he  was  sur- 
prised that  Cox  thought  there  was  such  a  requirement  and  he  suggested 
that  another  letter  be  sent  to  Cox  making  It  clear  that  those  were  not 
the  conditions  of  the  proposal.  On  October  19,  Wright  wrote  Cox  clari- 
fying two  points  In  their  prior  correspondence  and  stating  that  further 
discussion  seeking  to  resolve  the  matter  by  compromise  would  be  futile. 
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62.     On  October  19,  1973  the  President  wrote  to  Richardson  instructing 
him  to  direct  Cox  to  make  no  further  attempts  by  judicial  process  to  obtain 
tapes,  notes  or  memoranda  of  Presidential  conversations.  That  evening 
the  President  Issued  a  press  statement  stating  that  Cox  had  rejected  a 
proposal  for  compromise  made  by  Richardson  that  would  have  included  an 
understanding  that  there  would  be  no  further  attempt  by  the  Special  Prose- 
cutor to  subpoena  still  more  tapes  or  other  Presidential  papers  of  a 
similar  nature. 
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62.2  President  Nixon  statement,  October  19,  1973, 
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63.     On  October  19,  1973  John  Dean  pleaded  guilty  to  a  one-count 
Information  charging  conspiracy  to  obstruct  :}u8tice.  As  part  of  the  plea 
bargain.  Dean  agreed  to  cooperate  with  the  Special  Prosecutor. 
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64.     On  October  20,  1973  Richardson  wrote  to  the  President.  Richardson 
stated  that  he  had  regarded  the  proposal  he  submitted  to  Cox  as  reasonable, 
but  that  he  had  not  believed  that  the  price  for  access  to  the  tapes  in 
this  manner  would  be  the  renunciation  of  any  further  attempt  by  him  to 
resort  to  judicial  process.  Richardson  stated  that  the  proposal  he  had 
submitted  to  Cox  did  not  purport  to  deal  with  other  tapes,  notes  or  memo- 
randa of  Presidential  conversations,  and  that  in  the  circumstances  he  would 
hope  that  some  further  accommodation  could  be  found. 
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65.     On  October  20,  1973  the  President  Instructed  Richardson  to  dis- 
charge Cox.   Richardson  told  the  President  that  he  could  not  comply  with 
this  directive  and  submitted  his  resignation.   Halg  thereupon  called  Deputy 
Attorney  General  William  Ruckelshaus  and  asked  Ruckelshaus  to  fire  Cox. 
Ruckelshaus  refused  to  carry  out  the  President's  directive  and  resigned. 
Halg  called  Solicitor  General  Robert  Bork.  Bork  vent  to  the  White  House 
where  he  agreed  to  fire  Cox  and  signed  a  letter  discharging  Cox.  Later 
that  night  White  House  Press  Secretary  Zlegler  announced  that  the  Presi- 
dent had  abolished  the  office  of  the  Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force. 


Page 

65.1  Elliot  Richardson  press  conference,  October  23, 

1973,  4-5 816 

65.2  Alexander  Halg  news  conference,  October  23,  1973, 

9  Presidential  Documents  1275,  1277,  1283 818 

65.3  Elliot  Richardson  log,  October  20,  1973,  SJC,  1 

Special  Prosecutor  Hearings  278 821 
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66.     On  October  23,  1973  the  President  authorized  his  Special  Coimsel 
Wright  to  inform  Judge  Sirica  that  the  subpoenaed  tapes  would  be  turned 
over  to  the  court. 


Page 

66.1  Alexander  Haig  and  Charles  Alan  Wright  news 
conference,  October  23,  1973,  9  Presidential 
Documents  1275,  1277-78 828 


(68) 


67.     On  October  26,  1973  the  President  annotmced  at  a  news  conference 
that  he  had  decided  that  Acting  Attorney  General  Bork  would  appoint  a 
new  special  prosecutor.  The  President  said  that  It  was  time  for  those 
who  were  guilty  to  be  prosecuted  and  those  who  were  innocent  to  be  cleared. 
The  President  stated  that  he  would  see  that  the  new  Special  Prosecutor  had 
the  cooperation  from  the  executive  branch  and  the  Independence  that  he 
needed  to  bring  about  that  conclusion.  The  President  stated  In  response 
to  a  question  that  he  had  dismissed  Cox  when  Cox  rejected  a  proposal 
that  Richardson  and  others  had  approved. 
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68.     On  October  30,  1973  Buzhardt  Informed  Judge  Sirica  that  the 
subpoenaed  recordings  of  the  Jtme  20,  1972  telephone  conversation  between 
the  President  and  John  Mitchell  and  the  April  15,  1973  meeting  between 
the  President  and  Dean  had  never  been  made. 


Page 
68.1   Judge  Sirica  statement,  October  31,  1973,  In  re  Grand 

Jury.  Misc.  47-73*  2 836 


(70) 


69.     On  October  31,  1973  Leon  Jaworskl,  who  had  been  selected  to  be 
Special  Prosecutor,  net  with  General  Halg.  Jaworskl  has  testified  that 
he  discussed  with  Halg  the  conditions  of  his  acceptance  of  the  job  of 
Special  Prosecutor.  Jaworskl  has  testified  that  Halg  went  Into  the  Pres- 
ident's office  and  that  when  he  returned  he  told  Jaworskl  that  the  President 
understood  Jaworskl 's  position  and  agreed  to  It.   Jaworskl  understood 
that  he  had  the  right  to  proceed  against  anyone.  Including  the  President. 
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70.     On  November  1,  1973  Acting  Attorney  General  Bork  announced  that 
he  had  appointed  Leon  Jaworskl  Special  Prosecutor.  Bork  stated  that 
Jaworskl  had  been  promised  the  full  cooperation  of  the  executive  branch 
In  the  pursuit  of  his  Investigations  and  that  the  President  had  given  his 
personal  assurance  that  he  would  not  exercise  his  constitutional  powers 
with  respect  to  discharge  or  limit  the  Independence  of  the  Special 
Prosecutor  without  first  consulting  designated  Members  of  Congress. 
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71.     BuzhardC  has  testified  that  on  November  5,  1973  Haig  informed 
Buzhardt  that  a  dictabelt  of  the  President's  recollections  of  his  April 
15,  1973  conversation  with  Dean  could  not  be  located.   The  President  has 
stated  that  on  the  weekend  of  November  4  and  5,  1973,  upon  checking  his 
personal  diary  file,  he  was  unable  to  find  the  April  15  dictabelt. 
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72.     On  Novenber  19,  1973  Acting  Attorney  General  Bork  filed  an 
amendment  to  the  Special  Prosecutor's  charter.   The  amendment  provided 
that  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Special  Prosecutor  would  not  be  limited 
without  the  President  first  consulting  with  the  Majority  and  Minority 
Leaders  in  the  Congress  and  the  Chairmen  and  ranking  Minority  Members 
of  the  Judiciary  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
and  ascertaining  that  their  consensus  was  in  accord  with  his  proposed 
action.  On  November  21,  1973  Bork  wrote  to  Jaworskl  explaining  that 
the  amendment  was  to  make  clear  that  the  assurances  concerning  Congres- 
sional consultation  applied  to  all  aspects  of  the  Special  Prosecutor's 
Independence. 
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72.1  Department  of  Justice  Order  No.  554-73,  November 
19,  1973,  38  Fed.  Reg.  32805,  and  letter  from 

Robert  Bork  to  Leon  Jaworskl,  November  21,  1973 862 

72.2  Robert  Bork  testimony,  SJC,  Saxbe  Nomination 

Hearings,  85-86 865 
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73.     On  Noveid>er  21,  1973  Buzhardt  Informed  Judge  Sirica  that  the 
June  20,  1972  EOB  tape  contained  an  18-1/4  ninute  erasure.  On  that  sane 
day,  Judge  Sirica  appointed  an  advisory  panel  of  experts  nominated 
Jointly  by  the  President's  Counsel  and  the  Special  Prosecutor  to  examine 
various  tape  recordings  and  to  report  on  their  findings. 
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73.1  J.  Fred  Buzhardt  testimony,  January  18,  1974, 

In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73,  2490 353 

73.2  The  EOB  Tape  of  June  20,  1972,  Report  on  a  Technical 
Investigation  Conducted  for  the  U.S.  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  Advisory  Panel 

on  White  House  tapes ,  May '  31,  1974 869 
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74.     Ob  Mo^reaber  26,  1973  Buzhardt  submitted  to  Judge  Sirica  an  analysis 
aad  an  index  of  the  materials  supoenaed  by  the  Special  Prosecutor  on  July 
23»  1973.  The  document  particularized  claims  of  executive  privilege.  The 
President  did  not  assert  that  any  of  the  tapes  contained  national  defense 
iaf eraetion . 


74.1  Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force  Memortmdum  In       Page 
Response  to  Analysis,  Index  and  Particularized 

Claims  of  Executive  Privilege,  November  29,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73,  1,  4 876 

74.2  Order,  Decenber  19,  1973,  In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc. 

47-73 878 
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75.     On  Novenfcer  27,  1973  Buzhardt  sent  to  Jaworski  six  of  the  logs 
of  meetings  and  telephone  conversations  with  the  President  (Giapin,  Gray, 
Kleindienst,  Krogh,  Strachan,  Young)  that  had  been  requested  by  Cox  on 
June  13,  1973.  The  Kleindienst  log  furnished  to  the  Special  Prosecutor 
shows  no  meeting  between  the  President  and  Kleindienst  on  April  25,  1973. 
The  President  has  stated  and  Kleindienst  has  testified  that  Kleindienst 
met  with  the  President  on  April  25,  1973. 

75.1  Letter  from  J.  Fred  Buzhardt  to  Leon  Jaworski,  Page 
November  27,  1973  (received  from  Watergate 

Special  Prosecution  Force) ,  with  attached 
meetings  and  conversations  between  the  Presi- 
dent and  Richard  Kleindienst,  April  25,  1973, 
(received  from  White  House) 884 

75.2  Richard  Kleindienst  testimony,  9  SSC  3574 886 

887 


75.3   President  Nixon  statement.  May  22,  1973, 
9  Presidential  Documents  693,  696...  ••• 


75.4   President  Nixon  statement,  August  15,  1973, 

9  Presidential  Documents  991,  993 889 
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76.     On  November  29,  1973  the  Special  Prosecutor  filed  a  four-count 
felony  indictment  against  the  President's  former  appointments  secretary 
Dwlght  Chapln  charging  that  Chapln  had  testified  falsely  before  the 
Grand  Jury  regarding  the  extent  of  his  knowledge  of  Donald  Segretti's 
activities  In  the  1972  campaign. 

I  Page 

76.1   United  States  v.  Chapln  Indictment,  November  29,  1973..  892 
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77.     On  Novenber  30,  1973  Egll  Krough  pleaded  guilty  to  a  one-count 
Information  charging  that  Krogh  had  conspired  to  violate  the  consti- 
tutional rights  of  Dr.  Lewis  J.  Fielding  by  breaking  Into  his  office 
in  1971.  Krogh  agreed  to  disclose  all  relevant  information  and  docu- 
ments in  his  possession  and  to  testify  as  a  witness.  On  January  3,  1974 
Krogh  issued  a  statement  on  his  offense  and  his  role.  He  stated  that  he 
had  received  no  specific  instruction  or  authority  whatsoever  regarding 
the  break- in  from  the  President,  directly  or  indirectly. 
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77.1  United  States  v.  Krogh  Information,  Noveufcer  30,  1973 902 

77.2  United  States  v.  Krogh  docket,  2 906 

77.3  Letter  from  Leon  Jaworskl  to  Stephen  Shulman, 
November  30,  1973,  Exhibit  1,  United  States  v. 

Krogh 908 

77. A  Egll  Krogh  statement,  January  3,  1974 910 
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78.     On  December  19,  1973  Jaworskl  furnished  the  Senate  Judiciary 
CooBlttee  a  written  sumnary  of  his  understanding  of  the  arrangement  made 
with  the  President  through  General  Halg  and  confirmed  by  Bork  and 
Attorney  General-Designate  William  Sa3d>e  regarding  the  Independence  he 
was  to  have  In  serving  as  Special  Prosecutor.  Jaworskl  stated  that  It 
had  been  expressly  confirmed  that  he  was  to  proceed  with  complete 
Independence,  Including  the  right  to  sue  the  President,  If  necessary; 
and  that  the  President  would  not  discharge  him  or  take  any  action 
that  Interfered  with  his  Independence  without  first  consulting  Majority 
and  Minority  leaders  and  Chairmen  and  ranking  meobers  of  the  Judiciary 
CoBBdttees  of  the  House  and  the  Senate  and  obtaining  a  consensus  that 
accorded  with  his  proposed  action. 
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78.1  Letter  from  Leon  Jaworskl  to  James  Eastland, 

December  19,  1973,  SJC,  Saxbe  Nomination  Hearings  32 924 


(80) 


79.     On  January  15,  1974  the  court-appointed  panel  of  experts  submitted 
a  sunaary  report  respecting  the  18-1/2  minute  gap  on  the  June  20,  1972 
EOB  tape.  The  report  included  interim  conclusions  that  the  erasures 
occurred  in  the  process  of  erasing  and  re-recording  at  least  five  to 
nine  separate  and  contiguous  segments  and  that  hand  operation  of  the 
recording  controls  of  the  Uher  5000  machine  examined  by  the  experts  must 
have  been  and  were  required  to  produce  each  erasure  segment. 
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79.1   Summary  Report  to  Chief  Judge  John  Sirica  from 

the  Advisory  Panel  on  the  White  House  Tapes, 

January  15,  1974,  Exhibit  145,  In  re  Grand  Jury, 

Misc.  47-73 926 
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80.     In  his  State  of  the  Union  Address  on  January  30,  1974  the  President 
said  that  he  had  provided  to  the  Special  Prosecutor  all  the  material  that 
the  Special  Prosecutor  needed  to  conclude  his  Investigations  and  to 
prosecute  the  guilty  and  clear  the  Innocent. 
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1974,  10  Presidential  Docuaents  113,  121 932 
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81.     On  Febmary  14,  1974  Javorskl  wrote  to  Chalman  Eastland  of  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Conmlttee  that  on  February  4  Special  Counsel  to  the 
President  James  St.  Clair  had  written  Jaworski  that  the  President  had 
decided  not  to  coaply  with  the  Special  Prosecutor's  outstanding  requests 
for  recordings  relating  to  the  Watergate  break- in  and  coverup.  Jaworski 
also  stated  that  St.  Clair  subsequently  infomed  him  that  the  President 
had  refused  to  reconsider  the  decision  to  terminate  cooperation  with 
the  Watergate  investigation,  at  least  with  regard  to  producing  any 
tape  recordings  of  Presidential  conversations  and  that  the  White  House 
had  refused  cooperation  in  the  investigation  of  dairy  contributions 
and  had  refused  to  allow  review  of  files  of  two  former  staff  menders  in 
the  area  of  the  Plunbers  investigation.  Jaworski  stated  that  requests 
for  documents  were  still  pending. 
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81.2  Letter  from  Leon  Jaworski  to  John  Doar,  March  13, 
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82.     On  February  15,  1974  the  White  House  released  a  statement  by 
St.  Clair  cooaentlng  on  the  Special  Prosecutor's  February  14  letter  to 
Senator  Eastland.  St.  Clair  stated  that  the  President  believed  he  had 
furnished  sufficient  evidence  to  determine  whether  probable  cause 
existed  that  a  crime  had  been  coimltted  and.  If  so,  by  whom. 
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83.     On  February  25,  1974  Herbert  Kalnbach  pleaded  guilty  to  charges 
that  he  had  engaged  in  Illegal  activities  during  his  solicitations  of 
campaign  contributions  in  1970,  Including  the  promise  of  appointment  to 
an  aobassadorship  in  return  for  a  campaign  contribution.  Kalobach 
agreed  to  make  full  and  truthful  disclosure  of  all  relevant  information 
and  documents  in  his  possession  and  to  testify  as  a  witness  for  the 
Dnited  States  in  cases  in  which  he  may  have  relevant  information. 
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83.1  United  States  v.  Kalmbach  information,  Crim.  No. 
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83.3  United  States  v.  Kalmbach  information,  Crim.  No. 

74-87 955 

83.4  United  States  v.  Kalmbach  docket.  Crim.  No.  74-87 956 

83.5  Letter  from  Leon  Jaworski  to  James  H.  O'Connor, 
Herbert  Kalmbach 's  attorney,  February  13,  1974, 

United  States  v.  Kalmbach 957 


(85) 


8A.     On  March  1,  1974  John  Mitchell,  H.  R.  Haldeman,  John  Ehrlichman, 
Charles  Colson,  Robert  Mardian,  Kenneth  Parkinson  and  Gordon  Strachan 
were  Indicted  for  conspiracy  relating  to  the  Watergate  break- In.  Mitchell, 
Haldeman,  Ehrllchman  and  Strachan  were  also  Indicted  for  obstruction  of 
justice  and  for  making  false  statements  to  the  Grand  Jury  or  the  Court 
or  agents  of  the  FBI. 

Page 
8A.1  Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force  press  release, 

March  1,  1974 960 


(86) 


85.     On  Hatch  7,   1974  John  Ehrllchoan,  Charles  Colson,  G.  Gordon 
L^ddy,  Bernard  Barker,  Felipe  DeDiego  and  Eugenlo  Kartinez  were  indicted 
for  conspiracy  to  violate  civil  rights  of  dtlsens  in  the  break-in  of 
Dr.  Lafwls  Fielding's  office.  Ehrlichman  was  also  charged  with  making 
false  statements  to  the  FBI  and  false  declarations  before  the  grand 
Jury. 
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86.     On  March  12,  1974  Jaworskl  wrote  to  St.  Clair  requesting  access 
to  taped  conversations  and  related  documents  to  be  exaolned  and  analyzed 
as  the  Govemnent  prepares  for  trial  In  United  States  y.  Mitchell. 
Jovorskl  stated  that  the  evidence  sought  was  material  and  relevant 
either  as  proof  of  the  Government's  case  or  as  possible  exculpatory 
material  required  to  be  disclosed  to  the  defendants. 
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87.     On  March  15,  1974  the  Special  Prosecutor  served  a  subpoena  on 
the  White  House  calling  for  certain  materials  involving  neither  the 
Watergate  cover-up  nor  the  Fielding  break- in.  On  March  29,  1974  the 
White  House  agreed  to  comply  with  the  subpoena. 
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88.     On  April  11,  1974  Jaworski  wrote  to  St.  Clair  informing  him  that 
in  view  of  the  failure  to  produce  the  materials  requested  by  Jaworski  in 
his  letter  of  March  12,  1974  Jaworski  would  seek  a  subpoena  for  the 
materials  deemed  necessary  for  trial  in  United  States  v.  Mitchell. 
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89.     On  April  11,  1974  the  House  Judiciary  Conmlttee  Issued  a  subpoena 
to  the  President  for  tape  recordings  and  docunents  relating  to  specified 
conversations  which  took  place  In  February,  March  and  April  1973  between 
the  President  and  Haldeman,  Ehrllchman,  Dean,  Klelndlenst  and  Petersen. 
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89.1  Subpoena  to  President  Richard  M.  Nixon,  House 

Judiciary  Conmlttee,  April  11,  1974 978 
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90.     On  April  12,  1974  Jaworskl  wrote  to  Senator  Charles  Percy  of 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Conmlttee  stating  that  the  government  was  obligated 
to  produce  at  trial  the  material  requested  In  Jaworskl 's  March  12,  1974 
letter  respecting  the  trial  of  United  States  v.  Mitchell,  and  that  the 
failure  of  the  White  House  to  produce  other  requested  evidence  was 
impeding  grand  jury  investigations  of  matters  unrelated  to  the  Water- 
gate cover-up. 
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91      On  April  16,  197A  the  Special  Prosecutor,  joined  by  defendants 
Colson  and  Mardlan,  moved  that  a  trial  subpoena  be  issued  in  Dnited 
States  V.  Mitchell  directing  the  President  to  produce  tapes  and  documents 
relating  to  specified  conversations  between  the  President  and  the 
defendants  and  potential  witnesses.  On  April  18,  1974  Judge  Sirica 
granted  the  motion. 
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91.1  Motion,  April  16,  1974,  Dnited  States  v.  Mitchell, 
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92.     On  April  29,  1974  the  President  addressed  the  Nation  to  announce 
his  answer  to  the  House  Judiciary  Conaaittee  subpoena  of  April  11  for 
additional  Watergate  tapes.  The  President  stated  that  the  next  day  he 
would  furnish  to  the  Connlttee  transcripts  prepared  by  the  White  House 
of  relevant  portions  of  all  the  subpoenaed  conversations.  The  President 
said  that  he  had  personally  decided  questions  of  relevancy.  With  regard 
to  four  subpoenaed  conversations  that  occurred  prior  to  March  21,  1973 
the  President  Infonaed  the  Comtlttee  that  a  search  of  the  tapes  had 
failed  to  disclose  two  of  these  conversations,  furnished  a  transcript 
of  a  portion  of  the  March  17  conversation  between  the  President  and 
Dean  that  related  to  the  Fielding  break-in,  and  furnished  a  transcript 
of  a  telephone  conversation  between  the  President  and  Dean  on  March  20, 
1973. 
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92.1  President  Nixon  Address  to  the  Nation,  April  29, 

1974,  10  Presidential  DocuMnts  450-57 992 
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93.     On  May  1,  1974  the  President  entered  a  special  appearance  before 
Judge  Sirica  and  aoved  to  quash  the  Special  Prosecutor's  subpoena  Issued 
April  18,  1974.  The  President  Invoked  executive  privilege  with  respect 
to  all  subpoenaed  conversations  except  for  the  portions  of  twenty  of  the 
conversations  he  had  made  public  on  April  30  by  way  of  edited  transcripts. 


93.1  Special  Appearance  and  Motion  to  Quash,  May  1, 

1974,  United  States  v.  Mitchell,  Crlm.  No.  74-110 
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93.2  Poraal  Claim  of  PrlvHege.  May  1.  1974.  United 

States  V.  Mitchell,  Crlm.  No.  74-110 

....  1007 
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94*     On  May  IS,  1974  the  House  Judiciary  Conmlttee  Issued  a  subpoena 
to  the  President  for  the  production  of  tape  recordings  and  other  evidence 
relating  to  specified  conversations  between  the  President  and  Haldeman, 
Colson  and  Mitchell  on  April  4,  1972  and  on  June  20  and  23,  1972.  On 
the  same  day  the  Committee  Issued  a  subpoena  to  the  President  for  the 
President's  dally  diaries  for  certain  specified  time  periods  In  1972 
and  1973. 

Page 

94.1  Subpoena  to  President  Richard  M.  Nixon,  House 

Judiciary  Committee ,  May  15 ,  1974 1010 
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95.     On  May  20,  1974  Judge  Sirica  denied  the  President's  motion  to 
quash  the  Special  Prosecutor's  subpoena  for  tape  recordings  and  other 
documents  In  United  States  v.  Mitchell  and  ordered  the  President  to 
produce  the  objects  and  documents. 
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V.  Mitchell,  Crlm.  No.  74-110,  1,  8 1016 
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96.     On  May  20,  1974  Jaworskl  wrote  to  Senator  Eastland  Informing  him 
that  the  President  was  challenging  the  right  o£  the  Special  Prosecutor 
to  bring  an  action  against  him  to  obtain  evidence  in  United  States  v. 
Mitchell.  Jaworskl  stated  that  this  position  contravened  the  express 
agreement  made  by  Haig,  after  consultation  with  the  President,  that  if 
Jaworskl  accepted  the  position  of  Special  Prosecutor  he  would  have  the 
right  to  press  legal  proceedings  against  the  President. 
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97.     On  May  22,  1974  the  President  Informed  House  Judiciary  Conmlttee 
Chalman  Rodlno  that  he  declined  to  produce  the  tapes  and  docunents 
covered  by  the  Comlttee's  subpoenas  of  May  15,  1974.  The  President 
asserted  that  the  Coonlttee  had  the  full  story  of  Watergate  Insofar  as 
as  It  related  to  Presidential  knowledge  and  Presidential  actions. 
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98.     On  May  30,  1974  the  House  Judiciary  Coamlttee  issued  a  subpoena 
to  the  President  to  produce  docunents  and  tape  recordings  of  specified 
conversations  involving  the  President  and  Haldeman,  Ehrlichsum,  Dean, 
Colson  and  Petersen. 
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99.     On  May  31,  19 7A  the  court-appointed  panel  of  experts  filed  their 
final  report  on  the  18-1/2  oilnute  gap  on  the  June  20,  1972  EOB  tape. 
The  report  concluded  that:   (1)  the  erasing  and  recording  producing  the 
buzz  on  the  tape  were  done  on  the  examined  tape,  which  was  probably  the 
original  tape,  (ii)  the  Uher  5000  recorder  machine  used  by  Woods  for 
transcription  probably  produced  the  buzz,  (ill)  the  erasures  and  buzz 
recordings  were  done  in  at  least  five  to  nine  separate  and  contiguous 
segments  and,  on  at  least  five  occasions,  required  hand  operation  of 
the  controls  of  the  Dher  5000  recorder  to  produce  the  erasures  and 
recording,  and  (iy)  the  erased  portion  of  the  tape  originally  contained 
speech  which,  because  of  the  erasures  and  rerecording,  could  not  be 
recovered.  The  panel  stated  that  in  making  its  final  report  it  had 
considered  suggestions  and  alternative  interpretations  that  differed 
markedly  from  the  panel's  and  had  discussed  the  material  with  techniczil 
advisors  employed  by  counsel  for  the  President. 
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100.    On  May  31,  1974  the  President  filed  a  claim  of  ccnstitutional 
privilege  with  respect  to  a  grand  Jury  subpoena  issued  February  20,  1974 
seeking  the  production  of  correspondence  between  the  President  and 
former  FCRP  Chairman  Maurice  Stans  regarding  selections  and  nominations 
for  government  offices  including  ambassadorships.  The  President 
asserted  that,  excluding  the  records  relating  to  four  named  individuals 
as  to  whom  he  waived  the  privilege,  it  would  be  inconsistent  with  the 
public  interest  to  produce  the  records. 
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101.    On  June  3,  1974  Charles  Colson  pleaded  guilty  by  negotiated  plea 
to  a  one-count  information  charging  obstruction  of  justice  in  connection 
with  the  trial  of  the  Ellsberg  case  by  devising  and  implementing  a 
scheme  to  defame  and  destroy  the  public  image  and  credibility  of  Ellsberg 
and  his  defense  counsel  with  intent  to  influence,  obstruct  and  impede 
the  conduct  and  outcome  of  the  trial.  Colson  agreed  to  provide  state- 
ments under  oath  and  to  produce  all  relevant  documents  in  his  possession 
upon  request  of  the  Special  Prosecutor  and  testify  as  a  witness  for  the 
United  States  in  any  and  all  cases  with  respect  to  which  he  may  have 
information.  In  return  the  Special  Prosecutor  agreed  to  dismiss  all 
charges  against  Colson  in  United  States  v.  Mitchell  and  United  States 
V.  Ehrlichman. 
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102.    On  Jane  10,  1974  the  President's  counsel  Informed  the  House 
Judiciary  Coomlttee  that  the  President  declined  to  furnish  the  material 
called  for  in  the  Connittee's  subpoena  of  May  30,  1974.  In  a  separate 
letter  of  the  same  date,  the  President  responded  to  Chairman  Rodino's 
letter  of  May  30,  1974  for  the  Committee  respecting  the  reftisal  of  the 
President  expressed  in  his  May  22,  1974  letter  to  the  Conmittee  declin- 
ing to  produce  Presidential  tapes  and  diaries  called  for  in  the  Com- 
mittee's stibpoenas  of  May  15,  1974. 

Page 

102.1  Letter  from  James  St.  Clair  to  Chairman  Rodino, 

June  10,  1974. 1060 

102.2  Letter  from  President  Nixon  to  Chairman  Rodino, 

June  9,  1974 1061 

102.3  Letter  from  Chairman  Rodino  to  President  Nixon, 

May  30,  1974. 1065 

102.4  Letter  from  President  Nixon  to  Chairman  Rodino, 

May  22,  197^ 1067 


(104) 


STArEMEm"  OF  INFORMATION 
AND 
SUPPORTING  EVIDENCE 


WATERGATE  SPECIAL  PROSECinDRS 

JUDICIARY  OOMmTTEE'S  IMPEAOWENT  INQUIRY 

April  30,  1973  -  July  1,  1974 

Part  1 


(105) 


1.      On  or  about  April  25,  1973  the  President  directed  H.  R.  Haldeman  to 
listen  to  and  report  on  the  taped  conversation  of  the  March  21,  1973  morning 
meeting  among  the  President,  John  Dean  and  Haldeman.  Haldeman  requested 
and  received  twenty-two  tapes  of  Presidential  conversations  which  took 
place  in  February,  March  and  April,  1973.   That  afternoon  Haldeman  listened 
to  the  March  21  morning  conversation  and  made  notes  from  the  tape.   From 
4:40  to  5:35  p.m.  Haldeman  met  with  the  President  and  reported  to  him  on 
the  contents  of  the  tape.  The  President  concluded  that  Haldeman  should 
listen  to  the  March  21  tape  again  to  ascertain  the  answers  to  certain 
points  of  doubt  raised  by  the  tape.  On  or  about  April  26,  1973  Haldeman 
again  received  the  group  of  tapes  including  the  March  21  tape.  He  subse- 
quently listened  again  to  the  March  21  tape  and  reported  to  the  President. 
On  April  26,  1973  Haldeman  and  the  President  met  for  approximately  five 
hours,  commencing  at  3:59  p.m.,  and  concluding  at  9:03  p.m.   The  Com- 
mittee has  subpoenaed  the  tape  recordings  of  the  April  25  and  April  26 
conversations  between  the  President  and  Haldeman  but  has  received  neither 
the  tape  recording  nor  a  White  House-edited  transcript  of  the  conversations. 
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1.1     PRESIDENT  NIXON  STATEMENT,   NOVEMBER  12,    1973, 
9  PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS  1329 


Administration  of  Richard  Nixon 

PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS 

Week  Ending  Saturday,  November  17,  1973 


I     Pre 


Presidential  Tapes  and  Documents 


I      Nov 


Statement  by  the  President  Outlining  Procedures 
To  Provide  Information  Related  to  the  Watergate 
Investigation  to  the  Chief  Judge  of  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
November  12, 1973 


As  a  consequence  of  the  public  disclosure,  2  weeks  ago, 
that  two  conversations  of  the  President  were  not  recorded 
on  the  White  House  recording  system,  doubts  have  arisen 
about  just  what  happened  to  these  conversations  and 
why  they  were  not  recorded.  The  purpose  of  this  state- 
ment is  to  help  dispel  those  doubts  and  to  spell  out  certain 
steps  I  will  take  to  offer  information  to  the  court  that  will 
help  determine  the  substance  of  all  nine  conversations 
subpoenaed  by  the  court. 

First,  there  are  no  missing  tapes.  There  are  two  con- 
versations requested  by  the  courts  which  were  not  re- 
corded. The  first  is  a  4-minute  conversation  with  the 
former  Attorney  General,  John  Mitchell,  on  June  20, 
1972.  Tlie  second  is  a  meeting  of  55  minutes  with  John 
Dean,  late  in  the  evening  of  Sunday,  April  15,  1973. 

There  is  no  question  in  my  mind  but  that  the  open- 
court  hearing,  now  being  conducted,  will  demonstrate 
to  the  court's  satisfaction  the  truth  of  our  statements  that 
these  two  conversations  were  never  recorded.  In  fact 
there  is  no  afTimiative  evidence  to  the  contrary.  I  believe 
that  when  the  court  concludes  its  evaluation  of  the  testi- 
mony and  documentary  evidence,  public  doubt  on  this 
issue  will  be  completely  and  satisfactorily  removed. 

In  the  meantime,  I  believe  it  important  to  make  a 
statement  about  this  proceeding  so  that  misconceptions 
about  this  matter  do  not  persist,  simply  because  certain 
basic  facts  are  not  presented  to  the  American  public. 

First,  the  Senate  Select  Committee  did  not  subpoena 
the  substance  of  the  two  unrecorded  conversations.  That 


material  was  requested  only  by  the  Special  Prosecutor, 
and  the  court,  who  believed  the  substance  of  nine  presi- 
dential conversations  was  necessary  for  completion  of  the 
Watergate  investigation. 

We  are  complying  fully  with  the  Federal  court  decision. 
In  seven  of  nine  instances,  the  actual  recording  of  the 
conversation  is  being  submitted;  this  includes  five  con- 
versations in  which  John  Dean  participated — Septem- 
ber 15,  1972,  March  13,  1973,  two  on  March  21,  1973, 
one  on  March  22,  1973.  For  all  nine  conversations  cov- 
ered by  the  subpoena,  such  contemporaneous  notes  and 
memoranda  as  were  made  of  the  conversations  are  being 
provided  in  accordance    with  the  court  order. 

Before  discussing  these  matters,  the  issue  of  when  and 
why  the  recorded  conversations  were  listened  to  by  me, 
and  by  others  on  my  behalf,  should  be  placed  in  chrono- 
logical perspective. 

On  June  4,  1973,  I  listened  to  the  tape  recordings  of 
a  number  of  conversations  I  had  with  John  Dean  in  order 
to  refresh  my  memory  of  those  discussions.  All  of  the 
conversations  to  which  I  listened  that  day  had  taken  place 
prior  to  March  21,  1973.  My  purpose  in  reviewing  the 
recordings  of  my  conversations  with  Mr.  Dean  was  to 
confirm  my  recollection  that  he  had  not  reported  certain 
facts  to  me  prior  to  March  21,  1973.  In  late  April  1973 
I  asked  H.  R.  Haldeman  to  listen  and  report  on  the  con- 
versation of  March  21,  1973,  in  which  he  had  been 
present  for  a  substantial  portion  of  time.  My  primary^ 
purpose  in  having  Mr.  Haldeman  listen  to  this  tape  was 
to  confirm  my  recollection  that  March  21,  1973,  was  the 
date  on  which  John  Dean  had  first  reported  certain  facts 
to  me. 

There  had  been  rumors  and  reports  to  the  contrary — 
one  of  them  suggesting  that  John  Dean  and  I  had  met 
30  or  40  times  to  discuss  Watergate — and  I  wanted  to 
refresh  my  recollection  as  to  what  was  the  precise  and 
entire  truth. 

On  September  29,  1973,  I  began  a  review  of  the  tajje 
recordings  subpoenaed  by  the  Special  Prosecutor  for  the 
grand  jury  and  by  the  Senate  Select  Committee.  The 
reason  was  it  had  been  my  deliberate  intention  to  litigate 
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1.2     H.    R.    HALDEMAN  TESTIMONY,    NOVEMBER  8,    1973,    IN  RE  GRAND  JURY, 
MISC.    47-73     915,    923-24,    927-28,    931-33,    936-942 

-S15- 


Q  Prior  to  the  twenty  fifth  of  April  1373,  <2i<i 

you  have  eaj  kncMlt^Jse,  direct  cor  icdicoct,  tl-^t  aciyone 
resovfed  a  reooi^led  tai.«  frcea  the  tape  reposltcrjr? 

A  You  are  setting  a  apeclflc  (Sato  of  Aisril  2i5tA  — - 

&Ed  I  csn't  of  isy  aan  knosfleclge  ectcbil^h  that  es  the  date, 
tiis  date  on  uhicb  I  did  kaci<«  tbat  s  tape  uaa  removed  froa  the 
repository,  aithoush  1  kctyti  that  it  eas  la  that  £er.ei'ai  tlse. 
Friop  to  the  reciovai  cf  that  I  en  not  aware  of  acj'  otfter 
resjovai . 

Q  Well  let  U3  focus  oa  what  you  were  asecre  of 

I  take  it  t.^at  you  ero  referfiiiis  tc  the  rtnoval  ia  whica 
ycu  reoeived  scwsie  saterlal? 

A  Ttjat  la  correct. 

Q  Kow  prior  to  your  receipt  of  soce  tnatcriai 

which  wa3,  I  tbink  wo  can  8are«>  sonjo  tlce  in  iate  AfriJ.  of 
1973: 

A  That  Is  right  and  1  t^vo  seen  the  date  cf  April 

25th  in  the  nei*apapsr  reports  atai  I  an  wiillns  to  accent    ; 
that  if  a  ics  shcwa  that  Is  the  date  because  It  lo  apprcxlfiiate- 
Jy  the  tl2;e  that  I  wouid  assuae  that  this  removal  was  in 
fact  Eiade, 

Q  iTloP  to  that  tlG«  did  you  'c&ve  any  knoyicdije 

of  anyone  at  eli  recacvln^  tapes  frora  the  rei-osltiry  Zcs"  any 
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1.2     H.   R.    HALDEMAN  TESTIMONY,   NOVEMBER  8,    1973,   IN  RE  GRAND  JURY, 
MISC.    47-73.    915.    923-24.    927-28,    931-32,    936-39.    942 

Servlce  peroonnel  tc  your  kriC-^icsuge  ct  Jc^:?  presont;  kRcr^icdvO 
■  was  snyone  else  owapa  or  the  tape  reeordics  systec? 

A  I^.  ButterilBld  k3s  —  Jir.  FJ^by  k3s  ard  I  gueras 

by  taat  tlr.e  a?.  Bull  sas   -  I  think  ho  ruitl  repiaced  J-ir .Butter- 
field  by  then  so  ho  kss  avaire  of  it,  and  then  the  Secret 
Service  p.ersonnei  -  that  la  all.    They  would  be. 

Q  Acd  Kr,  Hi£by  «aa  R'hSvo  of  it  becatuso  Rff.Hi^by 

perfcTtted  eoso  fuiicticn  when  Kr.  Butterficld  was  unaveiiablg 
In  terns  of  attcraiifv.?  to  tbs  deeends  of  t.'ia  sysuec? 

A  I  couJd   —  DO,     --  1  SUOS3  tic  did.   I  Ga  not 

as£re  of  tbat,     I  f,ues3  Mr.  r^all  aaa  so  l-oatiriod.  1  ahouiC 
eJso  edd  that  I  thlr.k  It-*.  Euli  teatificCi  tj:at  iiis  eecretii-j,- 
tas  avjare  fcf  tnic  syate::  -  I  did  cot  kni--^  tJ-at,   I  don't  bcliovo» 
at  tho  tli-e,  but  I  assiuso  thatis  correct . 

Q  fic/a,  tne  coBveraatiorj  which  you  bsd  viith  tSie 

Frc;3iderit  i;n  eltne^:'  Apr  11  2^  u?  April  ;I5  in  either  the  Oval 
Office  cr  tba  £03  cfflce  --  i.i--at  do  ycu  recall  In  aubatacce 
tb«  President  Baylnj-  to  you  ?.cd  what  did  you  say  to  him.  — 
to  the  beat  of  your  recollection? 

A  Tmt  ic  —  I  can  bIvo  you  a  general  recollection 

tMt  --  in  BUis-i^ary,   tr^t  tho  qusatlon  of  the  Eje&tlcs  tnst 
tho  pj-eent  ^^d  .^Eu  J»ith  l^.  De3n,  dut'lng  J-IarctJ  1573  dreamy 
vac  discussed,  arid  as-  o  reauic  of  tuit,    the  ?i"e3idc'r.t  yantod  a  rs 
view  :>r  thou.=ecific  poir.ta  diccusscd  in  tne  ^^rch  2(    c;eeti:xi 
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1.2     H.   R.    HALDEMAH  TESTIMONY,    NOVEMBER  8,    1973,   IN  RE  GRAND  JURY, 
MISC.    47-73.    916,   923-24,   927-28,   921-3S.   936-39.    942 

-92^  - 
a«S  he  say  have  al8«  raised  oW.er  r«e«tlr^  because  I  -  I 
tolaU  that  I  receive*!  otr^er  tapes  in  addition  to  the  Karch  21 

tape, 

Q  What  IS  your  recoll«etloa  of  what  was  said, 

fjp,  Baldcaau. 
■       A  1  aa  aivir>s  you  a  s6Q«*al  recollection  and  ti^^at  io 

ail  1  can  £lvo  you. 

Q  WeJLi»  yoy  «t3y  tiiereaust  bave  been  soeie  conversation 

«bo«t  soino  other  t.p.^  -  do  you  recall  tltt  conversation? 
A  Bo,I  do  act  -  but  I  recall  only  in  a  sei^srai 

secse  a  couversaUoo  rojcrding  «r>5t  bad  bean  diocuaacd  ct 
tbe  president '8  moetlns  «ltu  '-'a.,  eefm,  and  specifically 
tJ.0  March  210 1  one  --  tmt  «a«  ti>e  one  on  «r,icu  there  *.-«o  e 
^inclpal  focus  bocauso  thst  is  the  ot>e  that  I  «as  directed 
to  listen  to  -~  at  ieaat  listen  to  fU^t,  ard  report  to  bh* 

frcfflldent- 

Q  Well  I  tnink  you  have  said  a  DUi,aber  of  thit^s 

no«  ana  lot  as  take  then  one  at  a  tL^.a  -  first  you  oay  yoa 
were  directed  to  llatea  to  that  firat  -  was  there  a  direction 
to  listen  to  otl^ar  tapes  at  that  f>eriod  of  tLrei 

A  I  am  hot  cure.  I  have  a  feolins  there  My  have 

been  because  I  fi^ve  a  ,er>eral  recoilcotlon  that  ct  that  ti::e 
I  «aa  Glvoh  tapea  for  a  uu:.ber  of  ti^ooe  K^arch  acetin;?!  - 
or  for  et  leost  racro  ttiau  c^oe  of  thca. 
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1.2     H.    R.    HALDEMAN  TESTIMONY,    NOVEMBER  8,    1973,    IN  RE  GRAND  JURY, 
MISC.    47-72.    915,    923-24.    927-28.    aSl-SS.    936-39,    942 

-     9^7- 
uJtic-iitciy  to  fir.  3uli  Qud  I  pr&b^l^iy  conuected  hla  directly. 

Q.  You  doQ't  bave  a  cieor  rocoxicctioo  at  ail  aa  to 

whethei*  It  ysas  Ja?.  Bull  o:e  soKooae  else 

A  ^  Bo  -  I  tfon't.  . 

Q  If  It  v;Sd  ss^.'^eooe  «!lse,  ccaiXd  It  tsve  boan  finjone 

otiier  thaa  i'lr.   Hlsbv?  . 

A  I  doa't  believe  so  -  oo. 

%  So  ycu  asked  olttie?  ^.  Bull  car  Mr.  H^gby  to 

■  eecure  scsae  saterlai.  for  j-ca? 

A  YC3  ♦  '  . . 

Q  Ecu  wl-iat  Co  you  recall  sskixjg  fort 

A  5^  I'ecoliectlcn  Is  B»klc3  for  the  fisrcij  i?i  tape» 

^  Vitot  do  you  recsll  fis^ire  io  suSiatonoo. 

•   A  "Ccb  ta«  tho  tape  for  tne  frealdent's  coetlng 

OB  Karen  2jLot  witb  Jouci  Dean, ' 
Q  Kow  - 

A  Ko«  let  Be  say  thst  that  sounds  like  a  direct  quote 

-  I  don't  Clean  it  to  oo  souad.         Ywu  esked  a©  if  I  recall 
caylcs  —  1  l«ve  no  ability  to  tell  yoi  precisely  «hat  By  words 

were. 

Q  jj.-g^^i:t8&3e  -  ttie question  «£3  In  oubstsoce  what 

yciu  sold  —       c&a  frca  »bsa  did  ro'J  receive  tho  ciatorlal? 

A  I  tlrlnk  1  received  it  directly  frois  F.r»  Bull. 

<i  So  yovi  recall  r»avins  a  ccnversa&iati  wltb  1^.  Bull 
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1.2     H.   R.   HALDEMAN  TESTIMONY,   NOVEMBER  8,    1972,   IN  RE  GRAND  JURY, 
MISC.    47-72.    915,    922-24,    927-28.    931-33,    936-39,    942 

upon  r«ceivin5  tha  icateriai  tie  brought  yoa? 

A  I  tblak,!  'sai/o  a  general  z-ecoJilootloo  of  Kr,  Eull 

brlnsiog  ce  ttie  aaterlai  liicitKJlng  a  tape  recorder —  tape 
£aei:d.ne  In  a  sets! -briefcase,  and  iilscpenlss  t&«  brlsTcsoe 
Bed  8h«wir<g  Ee  h«»«  tj»  tapes  were  carked  -  and  In  sthear  jtor^a 
hca  t£ie  boxes  vi.th  tt:e  tsp  la  uers  IdeotlTled  by  date 
ficd  fixpJUilaiS  to  se  tmt  es  vsa  prortdlsg  me  act  ool^r  nitb  tbd' 
CvaX  OTlee  taps  but  with  th«  tspe,  otnc?  tspea  far  the  i»aa3 
d&te«  nbleb  lociuded  telec^oas  tap«a  acd  or  course  ttia  £GI^ 
of  flea  topes  wblch  w«re  on  dlTfereot  reels  b«caase  they  »eet 
fed  by  Ciffereat  ayateca,  apparontiy. 

Q  And  «as  trat  tn«  scbstease  cf  that  convei^atioa 

ao  far  as  ycu  can  recaiit 

°A  ■'hat  l3  ccrr«5t. 

^  £[o«  79a  say  that  the  tapes  you  received  vera  la 

e  sietai  contclner? 

A  la  a  staedard  -  I  doa't  kaas*  If  ajsyone  has  ono 

--  but  the  gtsveasjont  bilefcaso  — 

Q  'dsA  the  taps  recorder  in  the  briefcase  aa  aeii? 

A  Thfit  13  TTj  reccliectloa. 

Q  1  Kill  hold  up  this  briefcase  t*.  BaJdecaa — 

Kaa  It  any  iaraer  tnao  thla? 

A  Yea  —  it  usa  cot  t^^t  tjpa  -  it  was  a  eultsaao 

typo  briefcase  -  I  think  they  have  aiaalBua  aal  sort  of  blaeic 
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1.2     H.    R.    HALDEMAfI  TESTIMONY,   NOVEMBER  8,    1973,    IN  RE  aRAHI>  JURY, 
MISC.    47-72,    91S,    923-24,    927-28.    931-33,    926-39,    942 

A  Ka  -  1  (aid  not  go  tfcrco^h  thea 

Q  Did  he  not  l.-s31cate  to  you  wnat  oss  cr  tho  tspcs 

lird  wbat  tbey  meant?       I  ciean  the  tape  boxes. 

A  Y<ia  but  but  he  took  on©  bca,  ana  ehoa&i  me" how 

they  wero  iflentlTlcdty  date  and  by  tho  locale  of  tha 
point  of  crloirstloa  -  C^ai  Cfflco  ^2lEch  21at,  fcr  cxaapie  - 
cr  Telophtno  Kiii'ctj  17*  or  whatever  it  nlisht  be. 

Q    ■        A  t^.r  ox  Irately  hew  riany  were  tncro 

A      ■       I  ea  not  sure  -  I  can't  tell  you  hoit  xs&ny 

there  wera Uiers  ».-aa  &  number  of  then. 

I  ccB»t  give  yatan^'  approsisateioa  ~  I  can't 
reasiaber. 

Q  Well  you  asked  for  cne  conversation,  an  I  uj^erstoal 

your  tcstlc  5r<y  —  tno  converoation  iictween  the  fTGSi6ent 
awl  John  Dean  -  is  that  not  ccrrectv 
. A  Tcs , 

Q  Oft  tfte  2Jxjt  of  I'^Jrcii  — 

A  Yes. 

Q  Is  t^.at  risht? 

A  Yes. 

<l  Bsw  When  yea  Old  receiva  tbs  tspcs,  if  you  had 

received  taeaty  two  different  reels  of  tape  In  reaponoe  to 
that  request,  would  you  not  oav©  takon  esxaa  not©  of  tMt? 

A  Well,  OB  I  indicated  ©srJicr,   Iknou  new  that  thero 

were  -  from  l-avlr.g  board  testlaony,  tnat  there  «ero  aovQ  x*eoia 

trat  tbu  fea  that  would  be  required  tu  cover  tno  dote.   1 
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fa«l  that  I  oust  have  asked  for,   cr  tnere  eaiat  have  beea 

an  uaderataodlng  ic  boxq  «a?,  that  Z'.^i  being  eiven  the 
tapes  fcr  a  camber  cf  dates  of  these  ti£rch  aeetlnsa  rathw 
than  just  for  one  date.     I  dW  -  I  don't  recall  any  surprise 
at  the  Duaber  of  taj«s  «hisa  I  received  thm    »  isy  recollect! an 
is  that  there  were  acre  tapes  than  tbree  ap  four  or  whatever 
woaia  be  required  fcr  the  one  date. 

Q^  Co  yoa  recall  that  year  testlaony  to  this  point 

ia  fluaaary  has  been  that  the  recolleetloa  you  nca  have 
13  that  ycM  only  asked  —  and  I  aa  talklos  about  prior  to 
this  bcorlDS  -  wa^  that  you  ask«d  cnly  for  the  Karen  2ist 

tape? 

A  ThaiJ-  waa  my  recollection  until  this  nusbis?  &f 

taJces  ptlnt  was  braught  out  which  leads  sae  to  bellarc 

that  I  Buat  have  aaived  for  acr«  and  so  that,   for  acoe  reason, 

thers  was  an  uoierataaSlns  that  I  »as  to  be  sivea  eore. 

<i  And  It^ecd,  you  wust  irive,  ahsn  yea  went  to  play 

the  tapes^  had  to  sort  throush  all  of  the  tapes  teat  you 
had  beoigivea.  in  «^e^  *"  atteopt  to  flcfl  the  cne  tiiat 
yoa  Wsre  interested  in;? 

A  I  had  to  locate  the  Karch  2lat  tape  but, 

as  I  recall,  there  was  no  probiaci  =f  aortlcg  thrcugh  thlnga 

to  flEd  it. 

Q  Do  you  recall  -ahere  the  conversatlontooJc  piaca 

that  was  recorded,  that  yoa  were  searchlns  fc-r? 
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A  The  March  21st  corr/ersatio     -  y&i,  it  »as  In  tha 

oval  office. 

Q  .And  (19  you  recall  if  you  kcei*  tbat  at  the  tlsie 

you  Bade  yo\ir  request? 

A  Yea    I  dJd . 

Q-  And  did  ycu  specify  that  ir*  your  request? 

A  X  don*^  kaotf  —  I  don't  know  that  I  knee  at 

the  tls^e  I  isade  tbe  reqieat  that  tbcre  were  different  tapea 
-  I  bevs  the  feelicg  that  I  did. 

Q  Add  at  tbd  ticie  of  or  after  you  received  then 

froa  Hr.  Bull   -  what  did  you  do  «lt&  tbon  next? 

A  Ch  —  I  had  the  tapes  aa2  the  tape  recorder 

in  a  very  ocall  office  right  off  of  my  office  in  the  west 
wins  of  tberthite  noase —  I  listened  to  the  rarch  £1  tape 
on  the  tape  recorder  -  csde  notea  on  it  aaJ  at  the  en  d  of  it 
took  my  notea  end  wont  over  to  the  JiOB  office  and  reviewed 
With  the  Preoldeot  ciy  &ur;34ary  of  what  had  been  in  the  tape. 

Q  You  had  a  conversation  with  the  President  ot 

that  tlBse? 
I AThat  la  correct 

Q  And  did  yoa  take  all  of  the  tap@  uith  you 

oveap  to  the  ECa  office  cr  did  you  leave  thesa  soseahere? 

A  X  so.  not  eure  -  I  did  not  take  thea  with  ce  to  the 

BOB  office  -  I  either  left  tr.ea  in  that  office  that  ie  ^art 
of  faj  office,  or  returned  thea  to  Kr,  Ball. 
But  you  don't  recall  irhlhc? 
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the  remaining  tapes  that  day? 

A  H*. 

Q  So  you  may  not  have  had  the  March  21  tape  in 

your  hand  when  you  went  over  to  see  the  President? 

A  I  did  not  have  it  In  my  hand  when  I  went  over 

to  see  the  President. 

Q  So  you  left  all  the  tapes  in  your  office? 

A  •  That  is  correct. 

Q  Do  you  have  any  recollection  of  returning  the- 

tapes  to  Mr.   Bull? 

'A  Not  a  clear  and  present  recollection. 

I  am  sure  they  were  turned   to  I'lr.   Dull,   but   I 
do  not  -  I  cannot  picture  in  my  own  mind  the  act   of  turning 
thera.back  to  hia. 

Q  All  right  -     but  it  Is  your  recollection  that 

they  were  returned  to  him  that  day? 

A  I  think  30. 

Q  And  if  it  helps  your  recollection,   or  I  ask 


IT  It  helps  your  recollection  If  I  say  that  the  log     i^j:^tained 

by  the  Secret  Service  pesonnel  indicates  that  twerxth    -.qtI 

.     .       »  f r-tv  five  pa  on  ^P^^^  ^^^  "^^'^ 
tapes  were  removed  at  one  fc.ty  five  p 

otMrned  at  flve  twenty  eight  pm  on 
by  w.  Bull  and  were  returned  at  xiv« 

the  same  day  by  FJ.  Bull. 

Does  that  square  with  your  recollection? 
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A  Ycfl  -  I  would  have  no  quarrel  with  that . 

Q  N9»  vhen  va»  tne  next  corzversatloa  tbat  yes  bad 

dbout  liatenlQg  to  tapes? 


r 


A  I  ca  o&t  sure  bat  during  t&e  discusalon  »ltA 

tho  Preaid«nt  cq  t2»  25tu  of  AprU.,  a&  tbe  estabilAbed  date, 
which  1  aa  wililcg  to  accept  -  that  It  probably  l3  — 

Q  Are  yoo  dlscuaslos  now  tho  first  conversation 

or  the  oa«  »£X&e  llsteclcs  to  tfta  tapa? 

A  Jt«3  —  one  after* 

Q  ~  or  the  one  after? 

-A  After  listening  to  tbe  tape,  wbea  I  resorted  on 

the  tape,  th.s  content  c.f  tbe  taps,  to  tbe  I^esident, 
sti^  tbe  qoestlon  uaa  rslsed,  it  «s3  eltber  his  st'^:f:e3tioo  or 
nine  ,-  ai^ntey  that  tba  esoclusloo  <»as  that  1  ought  now 
to  listen  to  fbe  tape  a^^ain,  cake  en  attempt  to  aecertaln  t^e    . 
answers  to  the  points  ef  doubt  that  had  coxa  up,  and 
so  on,  or  the  ai^isuities  in  my  minS  cb  to  vhet  the  tape  said, 
in  partieal&r  areas  -  and  at  aaaa  point  subsequent  to  that 
tseetins  I  esde  a  requcat  of  ^.  Bull  :•  acd  I  preouse  again 
it  Bl2ht  have  been  throush  PJc.  Blgby  —  to  iave  the  tape    ' 
returned  to  ae  Hitn  the  tape  recorder  but  this  tiso  with  « 
tape  recsrder  that  t^d  en  ear  phone  or  a  head  set  attact^ent 
on  it  »o  that  I  couid  listen  throush  the  head  cot  which  svo*.    d 
ensble  ae  to  turn  the  Tibluse  up  and  be  able  to  hear  the 


I     so  < 
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coutent  more  efficiently  than  It  waa  through  the  speaker 

system  on  the  original  tape  machine. 

Q  Kow,   I  take  it  that  when  I  asked  you     a  few 

minutes  ago  to  explain  whether  there  was  any  conversation- 
with  the  president  after  you  had  repcrted  tc  hln, about  listening 
to  other  tapes,  you  excepted  fron  that  the  question  of  the 
Karch  21  tape? 

A  That  is  correct  -  you  aald   other  tapea. 

Q         Riabt  -  I  did.     Do  you  recall i^/ing  any  conversation 
with  Kr.  Bull  the  following  day,  April  26tn? 

A  I  have  already  Indicated  to  you  that  at  some  point 

subsequent  to  my  dlacussion  with  the  ffesident,   follo^ilng 
my  returning  of  the  tape  the  first  time,   I  asked  for  the  tape 
back  for  another  review. 

That  conversation  would  have  been  with  Mr.  Bull 
I  presume  although  I  have  said  it  might  have  been  through 
KT.  Hlgby  and  I  don't  know  whether  that  waa  made  on  that  day 
-  the 5th  -  or  the  26th,    or  a  subsequent  date.    I  can't 
remeoiber  tiiat.   I  aa  net  sure. 


Q  How,  by  this  time  of  c cursed   you  had   isolated 

which  tape  it  Yms  that  you  were  interested  in  —  and  that 
was   on  one  reel,   I  assume? 

A  The  ifiarch  2lst  tape?  Right. 

Q  It  was   on  one  reel  of  tnpe  -  it  did   not  continue 
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over  ta  anothsar  one? 

AS  7^dkt  is  as  reeolieotion.  It  teas  all  oa  cneiseX 

anA  it  V&8.  otiiy  pert  cf  tr^t  reel, 

9  And  it  had  acaa  altlo:^  on  tiso  back  cr  ttie  rceJ. 

oar  on  tbe  iisx? 

A  Tbe  box  was  IdeatUTled  as  !4areh  21 »  CO,  as  I 

recall, 

Q  Ami  you  fisde  a  requect  of  !*r.  Bull  for  the  Karcb  21 

00  tape  because  you  wantea  to  listen  to  It  a^la  >  either 
Sr,  Bull  ciT  Kr.  Bi^by? 

A  That  Is  correet  —  aov  ar^ln  I  ha.ve  to  eatabllsb 

tSiat  Z  ata  not  clear  as  to  uhetber  I  sslced  for  that  ts.pe  or 
for  ttje  tapes  tfcat  I  ^.a<J  teen  given  earlier  -  the  3sr.e  ers«p 
of  tapco. 

Q  Because  ha  brought  all  22  tapes  oack  again  -  iA 

tnat  Qot  so? 

A  It  probably  is. 

Q  Veil  do  you  recall  recelviag  one  tape  or  22. 

tapes? 

A  .         Bo  -  »  group  er  tapes.  A  group  of  tapes  -  I  ean*t 

eonfira  22,  but  t&ere  usa  aore  than  one. 

Q  .Who  e:ave  you  or  who  brcusntyou  that  group  of 

tapes  that  yott  received? 

A  To  the  best  of  =y  recollection  It  was  Mr,  Eull. 

Q  And  CIA  you  have  &o£e  cc&vcraation  with  T3*.  Bull 
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at  twit  time  In  which  you  aald   "frtr.  Bull,    "  —  In  substance, 
"Kt.   Bull,   I  don't  need  all  of  these  tapes   -  all  I  need   la 
one  tape  that  has  the  conversation  I  am  Interested  In."? 

A  1  don't  recall  that.n©  -  I  do  not  recall  that. 

Q  Do  you  recall  having  a  conversation  -  In  substaroe 

-  with  hlm? 

A  Ko.  '    - 

^  Do  you  recall  looking  at  what  it  was  that  Mr.EuiL 

brought  you  at  the  time  he  brought  It  to  you? 

A  Mo.  , 

<i  Do  you  recall  looking  at  the  material  at  some 

time  that  day? 

A  I  am  not  sure  what  day,  but  I  do  recall 

reviewing  the  I4arch  2180  tape. 

Q  Where  did  you  review  It? 

A '  Same  place. 

Q  And  did  you  take  further  'notes  with  your   ear 

phones  on  this  time? 

A  Yes   -  I  used  the  same  notes  and  by  adding 

to  then  cr  interpolating  them  where  I  wto  able  to  clarify 
or  expand . 

1.  And  then  I  take  It  you  nade  some  report  to  the 

President? 
I  A  That  is  correct. 


r. 
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Q  lo  tliere  anythdnt;  in  ^our  jzIzjS  wrdcti  wculd 

Indicate  thofc  tliat  uauid  nai  bcaccurate? 

A  Ko. 

a  i!3W  iitjat  recollectioa  cSo  you  neve  of  returnlr<i 

tula  uvaterial  to  hln? 

A             Cnii;',  as  I  tuve  already  stated  f^r.  Ben  Venlste, 
that  I  finis^ed  «lt&  It,  and  1  either  returned   it  to  tlr.Bull 
or  had  Kr.  Hltifcy  return  it  to  Kr.  3ui.i  or  I  asked  l:r.  Bull 
to  pick  It  up  In  xi-j  office and   I  ara  not  sure  vthioh. 

Q  s.hen  do  you  recall  llstenlnc  to  it  --  cnthe  o«;:o 

date'  t?--at  Hr.  Bull  gave  it  tojou,     tnis  is  ok  trie  second 
occasion  noa? 

A  I  aa  fairli?  certain  tnat  l  licten-id  to  It  en  the 

fiaD©  day  and   I  retur.nod  it  on  tbo  car.e  day  that  he  qsvo  it  to 
me.   I  aa  not  certjsin  vjtiat  date  tjsst  aes. 

Q  This  le  en  tbo  second  cccasion? 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  fio  Is  it  your  testl:2ony  th^t  tc  the  test  of  your 

recollection  it  was  a£ala  returned  on  the  cstr.e  day? 

A  Trat  would  have  s.een  r^>'  recollection  -  yes. 

Q  Is  it  i;o3Slble  thst  it  could  j-ave  been  returned 

the  day  after, tl-e  27tii? 

A  1  S-^vo  no  recoilecticn  t.'vet  it  vas  held  out 

but,  a^ain,  aa  l   tc-ld  jvu,    I  do  ni,  also  have  a  clear  recolieo- 
tlon  as  to  the  sj-eciflcs  cf  tr.e  return. 
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Q         More  specifically  novr,  and  let's   deal  with  these  22 
tapes  which  v;ere  turned  over  to  you  according  to  your  records. 
If  I  understand  them,  they  were  turned  over  to  Mr.   Bull  at   l:il5 
p.n.   on  April  25.  1973  and  they  were  returned  at  5:28  on   April 
25th,  1973? 

A         Yes. 

Q         And^aln   they  went   out   on  April  26th   at   11:00  a.n. 
and  cace  back  at  5:05  p.n.   on  Kay  2nd,  1973? 

A         Yes. 

(t         Can  you  recall  vhat  Mr.   Bull  asked  you  for  in  select- 
ing these  tapes,  did  he   give  you  a  list   or  give  you  instructions 
on  what  to  renove  orally? 

A         It  would  probably  have  been   on  oral  request. 

IQ         Is  that  your  recollection? 
t         ^^^'      ^  °^  "®^°^  remember  him  writing  down  the  dates. 

Q         What   do  you  recall  his  instructions  being? 
A         I  really  don't  know.      I  would  even  have  to  look  at 
that  from  the  dates  Involved  In  the  tapes   that  were  signed  out 
that  day. 

Q         Take  a  look  at  then   (handed  to  the  witness). 

A         In  involves   all  tapes   fron  f'arch  12,   1973  through  May. 
It  would  have  been  a  request   for  some   tine  period  covering  that 
tine  period,  in  other  words. 

Q         There   are  obviously  dates  which  are  not   Included 
between  the  28th  of  J!arch   and  the   12th  of  March,   correct? 
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BY  MR.  PARKER: 
Q.  Is  that  correct,  Mr.  Bull? 

THE  COURT:   That  is  what  he  said. 

THE  WITNESS:   I  said  approximately  April  22nd,  sir 
BY  MR.  PARKER: 

Q.  I  think  the  pending  question  was  whether  Mr.  Haldema:t 

gave  you  a  list  of  tapes  or  spoke  to  you  orally?  | 

I    A.     Mr.  Haldeman  in  some  way  communicated  the  tapes  that 
he  wanted.   However,  I  do  not  recall  whether  he  gave  it  to  me 
verbally,  and  I  wrote  it  down,  or  he  gave  me  a  list. 

Ql     And  then  you  spoke  to  Mr.  Sims  or  Mr.  Zumwalt? 
A.     Yes. 

Q.  And  did  you  actually  obtain  the  tapes  requested 

by  Mr.  Haldeman? 

A.  Yes,  I  did  specik  to  one  of  those  two,  and  I  did  ob 
tain  tapes,  although  I  do  not  recall  whether  I  obtained  all  of 
the  tapes  that  were  requested. 

Ol  And  did  you  furnish  the  tapes  that  you  obtained  to 
Mr.  Haldeman? 

I    A.     Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  And  did  you  receive  them  back  from  Mr.  Haldeman? 

A.     As  I  recall,  I  did. 

Q.  And  do  you  know  whether  you  received  back  from  Mr. 

Haldeman  all  of  the  tapes  that  you  gave  him? 
A.     As  I  recall,  I  did. 
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H.R.    Haldeman 


April  20, 

1973 

AM 

8:15 

8:39 

8:39 

10:35 

11:07 


11:23 
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V  rf  J  j 


President  met  with  Haldeman 
President  attended  Cabinet  Meeting. 

Haldeman  was  present. 
President  met  with  Haldeman 


Mr, 


PM  12:15  12:34  President  met  with  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 

Kissinger  12:15  -  12:16 


April  22,    1973 
AM  9:45 


10:16  President  placed  long  distance  call  to 

Haldeman 


April  25,    1973 
AM  11:06 


1:55PM    President  met  with  Haldeman  and 
Ehrlichman 


PM 

4:35 
Q:40 

4:36 
5:35 

6:57 

7:14 

7:46 

7:53 

April  26 

.    1973 

AM 

8:55 

10:2 

PM 

3:52 
[3:59 

3:54 
9:03 

President  received  local  call  from  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldeman 

T,    Hart  5:30  -  5:32 

President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 


9:57 
10:02 

10:07 


9:59 


10:09 


President  met  with  Haldeman 

President  received  local  call  from  Haldeman 

President  met  with  Haldeman 

Bull  5:45-5:47  £c  7:50  -  8:00 

Ehrlichman  5:57  -  7:14 

Zieglcr  6:25  -  6:33    &c  6:35   -  6:37 

President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 

President  received  LO  NC  -   WH  Switchboard 
operator  conveyed  message  to  President 

President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 


.1 .;  1 1 
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2.      David  Young,  former  co-director  of  the  Special  Investigations 
Unit  (the  "Plumbers")  has  testified  that  on  April  30,  1973  Ehrllchman 
instructed  Young  to  be  certain  that  all  papers  Involving  the  investigation 
of  security  leaks  were  put  in  the  President's  files  before  Young  left  the 
White  House  staff.   Ehrlichraan  informed  Young  of  his  own  resignation  and 
that  he  was  going  to  be  putting  some  papers  in  the  President's  file 
before  he  left. 


2.1  David  Young  testimony.  May  16,  1973,  District  of  ^ 
Columbia  Grand  Jury,  49-50 128 

2.2  John  Ehrlichman  log,  April  30,  1973  (received  from 

SSC) 130 


(127) 


2.  1     DAVID  YOUNG  TESTIMONY,   MAY  16,    1973,   DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
GRAND  JURY,    49-50 


49 


0   I, 


U 


8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 


15 
Ki 
17 

13 


I 

'■      Ehrlichman   had   a    tissue   copy  v^7hich,    by    inference,    v;as    that   the; 
original   had  been   sent.  * 

"V  The   other   things    is    it's   dated  August   27th,    and  ray 

i 

■*  !  meraoranduni  to  him  v7as  dated  August  26th.   The  usual  practice 
:  being  that  the  drafts  that  someone  would  forward  on  are  not 
dated  so  that  they  can  be  dated  when  they're  sent. 
Q    Now,  sir  -■- 
A    Is  that  it? 
Q    Yes. 

A    Is  that  clear  enough? 
I   I    Q    Now,  sir,  after  your  meeting  on  March  27th,  when  you 
had  the  conversation  you  described  to  the  ladies  and  gentlemen 
i  of  the  Grand  Jury,  toward  the  end  of  April  did  you  have  another 
14;  meeting  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 
A    Yes,  I  did. 

Q    An'd  where  did  that  meeting  occur? 

A  That  occurred  in  Mr.  Ehrlichman' s  office  on  the  Mon- 

day on  which  the  resignations  were  announced  at  the  White  House 
I!'!-  I  think  that  was  April  30th. 

20!       Q    All  right.   Now,  at  that  meeting,  did  you  have  a 

i 
21  ;.  discussion  with  him  about  interviews  v<;ith  the  FBI? 

22'       A    Yes,  I  did.   The  first  thing  that  Mr.  Ehrlichman 

2'.  told  me  was,  one,  that  he  had  resigned  and  Mr.  Haldeman  had 

04  resigned  and  Mr.  Kleindienst  had  resigned;  that  he  wanted  to 

.J5  be  certain  that  everything  that  \^as    in  the  security  leak 
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2.1     DAVID  YOUNG  TESTIMONY,   MAY  16,    1973,    DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


GRAND  JURY,    49-50 


50         , 

•   investigation  --  and  there  were  a  na-ber,  as  time  went  on,     j 

•\  that  were  put  in  the  President's  files  --  that  went  on. 

•^  I  said  that  I  would  do  that.   I  had  already  told  him 

■*  !■  that  I  was  leaving  then.   That  was  to  go  into  the  President's 

Ji 

•^  ji  files,  and  I  did .  subsequently  check  vrith  the  people  that  take 

I; 

'' |;  care  of  the  President's  files  to  be  sure  that  he  got  them. 

He  said  that,  in  that  connection,  he  had  some  papers 
that  he  was  also  going  to  be  putting  in  the  President's  files. 


8 


^  j  He  then  told  me  that  the  FBI  had  interviewed  him  on 


10 
11 


the  previous  Saturday,  I  believe,  my  best  recollection,  and 
they  had  returned  from  the  President's  trip  to  Mississippi  and 

'-S  when  he  got  off  the  plane,  the  FBI  interviewed  him. 

13  ji  He  essentially  told  me  what  has  been  reported  in  the 
I 

14  news  accounts  of  the  interview,  adding  that  he  had  expressed 

more  on  the  side  of  the  national  security  considerations,  at 
li;  |i  the  tiT.e;  that  he  was  aware  of  Hunt  and  Liddy  going  to  Cali- 

IT  |j  fornia  to  undertake  covert  operations;  but  that  he  had  dis- 

li 

15  ■  appro\-ed  of  them  doing  any  further  operations  when  he  learned 

of  it  after\-7ards. 

20  ;;  My  response  was  that  the  only  thing  that  troubled  me 

21  i;  was  that  there  was  nothing  in  there  vrhere  he  said  that  he  had 
■22\     approved  them  going  beforehand,  and  he  said  we  hadn't  asked 

L':'.   him  that.   And  so  I  didn't  say  anymore  other  than  1  said 
L'l  ,  in  my  opinion,  in  my  view,  as  I  looked  at  my  job  when  I  was 
■.;>  ,  in  the  White  House  was  that  when  one  had  the  authority  to  do 
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2.2     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  LOG,   APRIL  30.    1973 


3  ^■ 


.     THURSDAY.    APRIL  26,    1973 

1 0_-00 p rJi^JlL^nt-^  S!-.':1t--^ 

1 1  r20 loiaja eating  in  HRH  offica  v/ich  V/i'-sfir'     '^i--ickier 

1:00  Lunch  in  Mess  with  3ryce  Harlow 

5  [55 President^. 

3:30  Black  tie  dinner  at  Curtis  Tarr  residence  honoring 

Sec.    and  Mrs.   Rogers,    1504  Highwood  Drive,   McLean 

FRIDAY.   APRIL  27.    1973 
V 

Roosevelt  Room  -  HRH,   C-S,   HAK,   Ash,   Timmons,    Ziegler,   Cole 

Depart  South  Lawn 

Fly  over  Tallachatchie-Sun  Bonnet-Yaaoo  flood  stricken  areas 

Dedication  of  Stennis  Center  -  Meridian,   Mississippi 

Depart  I»/[eridian 

Arrive  South  Lawn 

President 


8:00 

8:45 

11:00 

12:15 

3:30 

4:00 
4:30 

^5:00 

"EBward  Grajnpp,    Charles  Regan  (FBI  agents  re  EUsberg  case) 
HRH    office 

SATURDAY.   APRIL  23,    1973 
v' 

11  -  HRH  office    -    Wilson,   Strickler 


,  MONDAY,   APRIL  30.    1973 


9:00    . 

David  Young 

_offi 
res 

Lce 
ignati 

10:30 
11:00 

Staff  meeting 
_Bud  Krogh 
Lunch  in  HRH 

12:30 

;day, 

JDE  and  HRH 

.ons 

,.  TUE; 

A/LA-Y  1.    1973 

/ 

9:30  John  Wilson's  office  with  HRH 

WEDNESDAY,    .VL\Y  2,    1973 
/ 

:0:45  John  Wilson  (JDE  oifica) 

•2:00  The  Vice  Pr-sicier.t 

2:30  HRH 

2:5  0  ?:-a  sklent 

4:15  pveoldent 
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3.      On  April  30,  1973  the  President  announced  that  he  had  accepted 
the  resignations  of  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman  and  Kleindienst  and  had  requested 
and  accepted  the  resignation  of  Dean.  The  President  also  announced  the 
nomination  of  Elliot  Richardson  as  Attorney  General.  The  President 
stated  that  Richardson  would  have  absolute  authority  to  make  all  decisions 
bearing  upon  the  prosecution  of  the  Watergate  case  and  related  matters, 
including  the  authority  to  name  a  special  supervising  prosecutor  for 
matters  arising  out  of  the  case.  The  President  pledged  that  he  would 
do  everything  in  his  power  to  see  that  the  guilty  were  brought  to  justice. 
During  late  April  public  calls  were  made  for  the  appointment  of  a  special 
prosecutor  for  Watergate  matters  and  on  May  1,  1973  the  United  States 
Senate  adopted  a  resolution  requesting  the  President  to  appoint  a  special 
prosecutor. 


3.1  President  Nixon  statement,  April  30,  1973,  ^*^® 
9  Presidential  Documents  431 132 

3.2  President  Nixon  address,  April  30,  1973,  9 

Presidential  Documents  433-35 .,  133 

3.3  Washington  Post,  April  28,  1973,  Al,  A14 136 

I 

3.4  Senate  resolution  105,  May  1,  1973,  Congressional 

Record  S8031 I37 
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3. 1     PRESIDENT  NIXON  STATEMENT,   APRIL  30,    1973,    9  PRESIDENTIAL 

DOCUMENTS    431  -rnnoiui^ailAL 


Adininistration  of  Richard  Nixon 

PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS 

Week  Ending  Saturday,  May  5,  1973 


Stc 


Attorney 
Staff 


General   and   White   House 


Statement  by  the  President  Annouxuing  Resignations 
and  Appointr'ents,  Together  With  Assignment  of 
Responsibilities  Regarding  the  Watergate 
Investigation.     April  30,  1973 


r 


I ' 


r"' 


L. 


I  have  today  received  and  accepted  the  resignation  of 
Richard  G.  Kleindienst  as  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States.  I  am  appointing  Elliot  L.  Richardson  to  succeed 
him  as  Attorney  General  and  will  submit  Mr.  Richardson's 
name  to  the  Senate  for  confirmation  immediately. 

Nfr.  Kleindienst  asked  to  be  relieved  as  Attorney  Gen- 
eral because  he  felt  that  he  could  not  appropriately 
continue  as  head  of  the  Justice  Department  now  that  it 
appears  its  investigation  of  the  Watergate  and  related 
cases  may  implicate  individuals  with  whom  he  has  had  a 
close  personal  and  professional  associadon.  In  making 
this  decision,  Mr.  Kleindienst  has  acted  in  accordance 
with  the  highest  standards  of  public  service  and  legal 
ethics.  I  am  accepting  his  resignation  with  regret  and 
with  deep  appreciation  for  his  dedicated  service  to  this 
Administradon. 

Pending  Secretary  Richardson's  confirmation  as  Attor- 
ney General,  I  have  asked  him  to  involve  himself  imme- 
diately in  the  investigative  process  surrounding  the 
Watergate  matter.  As  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Richardson 
will  assume  full  responsibility  and  authority  for  coordinat- 
ing all  Federal  agencies  in  uncovering  the  whole  truth 
about  thi.-!  matter  and  recommending  appropriate  changes 
in  the  law  to  prevent  future  camp.iign  abuses  of  the  sort 
recently  uncovered.  He  will  have  total  support  from  ine  in 
<a~tting  this  job  done. 

In  addition,  I  have  today  accepted  the  resignations  of 
tv.'o  of  my  clo.sest  friends  and  inost  trusted  aNiistants  in 
the  White  House,  H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John  D. 
I^!irliv:hnian. 


hitel 


I  know  that  their  decision  to  resign 
cision  to  accept  it  was  difficult;  but  I  respect  and  appre- 
ciate the  attitude  that  led  them  to  it. 

I  emphasize  that  neither  the  submission  nor  the  accept- 
ance of  their  resignations  at  this  time  should  be  seen  by 
anyone  as  evidence  of  any  wrongdoing  by  eitheronc.  Such 
an  a.'vsumption  would  be  both  unfair  and  unfounded. 

Throughout  our  association,  each  of  these  men  has 
demonstrated  a  spirit  of  selflessness  and  dedication  that  I 
have  seldom  seen  equaled.  Their  contributions  to  the  work 
of  this  Administration  have  been  enormous.  I  grcady  regret 
their  departure. 

Finally,  I  have  today  requested  and  accepted  the  resig- 
nation of  John  W.  Dean  III  from  his  position  on  the  White 
House  Staff  as  Counsel. 

Effective  immediately,  Leonard  Garment,  Special  Con- 
sultant to  the  President,  will  take  on  additional  duties  as 
Counsel  to  the  President,  and  will  continue  acting  in  thb 
capacity  until  a  permanent  successor  to  Mr.  Dean  is 
named.  Mr.  Garment  will  represent  the  White  House  in 
all  matters  relating  to  the  Watergate  investigation  and  will 
report  directly  to  me. 

note:  For  the  texts  of  the  letters  of  resignation  and  the  President'! 
address  to  the  Nation,  see  the  following  two  items. 


Attorney   General   and    White   House 
Staff 

Texts  of  Letters  of  Resignation  From  Attorney  General 
Richard  G.  Kleindienst  and  Assbtants  to  the  President 
H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John  D.  Ehrlichman. 
April  30, 1073 

Deur  Mr.  President: 

It  is  with  deep  regret  and  after  long  and  searching 
thought  that  I  hereby  submit  my  resignation  as  Attorney 
General,  to  take  effect  upon  the  appointment  and  qualifi- 
cation of  mv  successor. 
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3. 2     PRESIDENT  NIXON  ADDRESS,   APRIL  30,    1973,    9  PRESIDENTIAL 
DOCUMENTS,    433-35 

p'lESIRi.STIAL   DOCUMiMIS     (!iCrii»D   NIXOM,    19/3  431 

.u:   o.'dcnc-;'  \vi;l;   ■'.■x    .rri.jr'JO' '.lic  .i::l!:;):i!.lcs   -''"■'■   3  v    ,  I  p^-^p!^:  i.!  rUi'Juy  :;::iv  I  .ii'- (.r.r;'iJ'-:rit  :i  r-.i-i-i'i-jii  of 

lov.M  ':p(;ncl  ib.c  lime  i\cccis.\ry  in  rclatioji  tlicrt-to.  :r.;.  .-'.',po:i.-i:hil!tii:s  c,?,n  f-;:  nffcctcii  •.vithout  Ic.v^  r^f  ^n'lyjc:-^. 

OiiL-  of  the  toughest  j)rohl;:ni';  ',ve  iui\t:  in  tiii-  lit'-  i-;  in  i  ■.-.!;!  -in  ;ill  I  i:,-iri  to  .•t-.'-lst  ia  iirconiplishirij;  ih--  tr:iri->!>ian. 
;■  the  (iirTcicncc  hctwcrii  the  ripp:in-nl  ;hi(I  tlic  rc;il.  'Wmrs  sirKcr':lv, 

jnsing  onr  .iclions  tialy  (f.  that,  which  i^  ic;il.  \Vc  J'jiin  D.  Khpi.i';.;  man 

i  iir.i-t  do  th:it  more  th;iii  \sc  do.  I  h;ive  roiificirnrt:  in  tli'J  /Ij>;./<?r.'  lo  the  I'f.-^idi'.r.t. 


iiltiiiintf,  prevalence  of  tnuh;  f  inrc-nd  to  A-i  wh  a  I  can  to 
iPccd  iruth's  tliscovcrv. 


[The  y:'^,\i\:nX,  ihe  W!ii(Q  Houjl-,  WushliiifJon,  DC] 


TM         r  >f      Ti  '   -1       .     T        !       -^  •  .\OTF-:  For  a  s;;ite(ncnt  l/V  the  PiT-'idi-nt  anno'.mcirv:  :hf  .•■.•i'.3na;:oni. 

tioa.  There  ;irc  on  the  Domestic  Council  .".tiifT  so  iTiaiiv        sfc  :;-..j  f'iltr.wins  i-.i-.-n. 
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THE  WATERGATE  INVESTIGATION 


The  President's  Address  lo  the  Nal'ion.     April  30, 1973 

Good  euenvig: 

I  want  to  talk  to  you  tonight  from  my  heart  on  a  subject  of  deep 
concern  to  every  American. 

In  recent  months,  members  of  my  Administration  and  officials  of 
the  Committee  for  the  Re-election  of  the  President — including  some  of 
m)-  closest  friends  and  most  tru.sted  aid.ts — have  been  charged  \vith 
involvement  in  \vhat  has  come  to  be  known  as  the  Watergate  affair.  These 
include  charges  of  illegal  activity  during  and  preceding  the  1972  Presi- 
dential election  and  charges  that  responsible  officials  participated  in 
efforts  to  co\er  up  that  illegal  activity. 

The  inevitable  result  of  these  charges  has  been  to  raise  serious 
questions  about  the  integrity  of  the  ^Vhite  House  itself.  Tonight  I  %vish 
to  address  those  questions. 

Last  June  17,  while  I  was  in  Fioi'ida  trv'ing  to  get  a  few  days  rest 
after  my  \i>it  to  Mo5ro\v,  I  first  learned  from  news  reports  of  the  \Vater- 
gate  break-in.  I  was  apijalled  at  this  senseless,  illegal  actioii,  and  I  was 
shocked  to  learn  that  employees  of  the  Re-election  Committee  were 
apparently  among  those  guilty.  I  immediately  ordered  an  investigation 
by  appropriate  Govcniment  authorities.  On  September  15,  as  you  will 
recall,  indictments  were  brought  against  seven  defendants  in  the  case. 

As  the  inxestigations  went  forward.  I  repeatedly  asked  those  con- 
ducting the  investigation  whether  there  was  any  reason  to  belie\'c  that 
members  of  my  Administration  \verc  in  any  way  involved.  I  received 
repeated  assurances  that  there  were  not.  Because  of  these  continuing 
rcasiurances,  because  I  believed  the  reports  I  was  getting, .because  I  had 
faitli  in  the  persons  from  whom  I  was  setting  them,  I  discounted  the 
stories  in  the  press  tliat  appeared  to  implic.^.te  members  of  my  Adminis- 
tration or  other  ofTicials  of  the  cainnaicn  coininiti-'e. 

Until  March  of  this  year,  1  rem:'.ip.ed  convincetl  that  the  deiiials  were 
true  ar;d  that  the  charges  of  invrjlxenv  /ii  b>  memhrr.N  of  the  Wiiite  House 
Staff  \\e:(.'  false,  '('lie  eomniet'.'.s  I  itiacle  ci'.irinu  dii.i;  period,  and  the  com- 
ments made  liy  my  Prevs  Secretary  in  v.v  be':-  dl.  v.i-ie  b;f-.'d  o;,  tb.e  infor- 
m.i'.io:!  i):ci\-dcd  to  iw  at  the  titrie  •.-;•  rri.tde  ;i;o>e  eo:!iinep.t'<.  However, 
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w.v.  inforniatI.nl  then  caaij  to  me  v-hi'. ii  pcrsuacl-jd  nit;  that  th'-re  -.vas  :i 
real  possibility  that  some  of  these  charges  wfir<;  true,  and  suggesting  further 
that  there  had  been  an  effort  to  conceal  the  facts  both  from  the  public, 
from  >ou,  and  from  mc. 

As  a  result,  on  March  21,  I  personally  assumed  the  responsibility 
for  coordinating  intensi\-c  ncv.  inquiries  into  the  matter,  and  I  personally 
ordered  those  conducting  the  investigations  to  get  all  the  facts  and  to 
report  them  directly  to  mc,  right  here  in  thi:;  ofhce. 

I  again  ordered  that  all  persons  in  the  C  n-ernment  or  at  the  Re- 
election Committee  should  cooperate  fully  with  the  FBI,  the  prosecutors, 
and  the  grand  jury.  I  also  ordered  that  anyone  who  refused  to  cooperate 
in  telling  the  tnath  would  be  asked  to  resign  from  government  sen.'ice. 
And,  with  ground  i-ules  adopted  that  would  preserve  the  basic  consti- 
tutional separation  of  powers  between  the  Congress  and  the  Presidency, 
I  directed  that  members  of  the  White  House  Staff  should  appear  and 
testify  voluntarily  under  oath  before  the  Senate  committee  which  was 
investigating  Watergate. 

I  was  determined  that  we  should  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  matter,  and 
that  the  truth  should  be  fully  brought  out — no  matter  who  was  involved. 

At  the  same  time,  I  was  determined  not  to  take  precipitate  action, 
and  to  avoid,  if  at  all  possible,  any  action  that  would  appear  to  reflect  on 
innocent  people.  I  wanted  to  be  fair.  But  I  knew  that  in  the  final  analysis, 
the  integrity  of  this  office — public  faith  in  the  integrity  of  this  office — 
would  have  to  take  priority  over  all  personal  considerations. 

Today,  in  one  of  the  most  difficult  decisions  of  my  Presidency,  I 
accepted  the  resignations  of  two  of  my  closest  associates  in  the  White 
House — Bob  Haldeman,  John  Ehrlichman — two  of  the  finest  public 
servants  it  has  been  my  privilege  to  know. 

I  want  to  stress  that  in  accepting  these  resignations,  I  mean  to  leave 
no  implication  whatever  of  personal  wrongdoing  on  their  part,  and  I  leave 
no  implication  tonight  of  implication  on  the  part  of  others  who  have  been 
charged  in  this  matter.  But  in  m.atters  as  sensitive  as  guarding  the  integrity 
of  our  democratic  process,  it  is  essential  not  only  that  rigorous  legal  and 
ethical  standards  be  obser\'ed,  but  also  that  the  public,  you,  have  total 
confidence  that  they  are  both  being  observed  and  enforced  by  those  in 
authority  and  particularly  by  the  President  of  the  United  States.  They 
agreed  with  me  that  this  move  was  necessary  in  order  to  restore  that 
confidence. 

Because  Attorney  General  Kleindienst — though  a  distinguished  pub- 
lic sei-vant,  my  personal  friend  for  20  years,  with  no  personal  involvement 
whatever  in  this  matter — has  been  a  close  personal  and  profcsiional  asso- 
ciate of  some  of  those  who  are  involved  in  this  case,  he  and  I  both  felt 
that  it  was  also  necessary  to  name  a  new  Attorney  General. 

The  Counsel  to  the  President,  John  Dean,  has  also  resigned. 

As  the  new  Attorney  General,  I  have  toda}-  named  Elliot  Richardson, 
a  man  of  unimpeachable  integrity  and  rigorously  high  principle.  I  have 
directed  him  to  do  everything  necessary  to  ensure  that  the  Department 
of  Justice  has  the  confidence  and  the  trust  of  e\-ery  law  abiding  person 
in  this  country. 

I  I  have  given  him  absolute  authority  to  make  all  decisions  bearing 

upon  the  prosecution  of  the  Watergate  case  and  related  matters.  I  have 
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I  instructed  him  that  if  he  should  consider  it  appropriate,  he  has  the  author- 
I  ity  to  name  a  special  supervising  prosecutor  for  matters  arising  out  of 
^^h^  case. 

Whatever  may  appear  to  have  been  the  case  before,  whatever 
improper  activities  may  yet  be  discovered  in  connection  with  this  whole 
sordid  affair,  I  want  the  American  people,  I  want  you  to  know  beyond  the 
shadow  of  a  doubt  that  during  my  term  as  President,  justice  will  be  pur- 
sued fairly,  fully,  and  impartially,  no  matter  who  is  involved.  This  office  is 
a  sacred  trust  and  I  am  determined  to  be  worthy  of  that  trust. 

Looking  back  at  the  history  of  this  case,  two  questions  arise: 

How  could  it  have  happened? 

Who  is  to  blame? 

Political  commentators  have  correctly  observed  that  during  my  27 
years  in  politics  I  have  always  previously  insisted  on  running  my  own 
campaigns  for  office. 

But  1972  presented  a  very  different  situation.  In  both  domestic  and 
foreign  policy,  1972  was  a  year  of  crucially  important  decisions,  of  intense 
negotiations,  of  vital  new  directions,  particularly  in  working  toward  the 
goal  which  has  been  my  overriding  concern  throughout  my  political 
career — the  goal  of  bringing  peace  to  America,  peace  to  the  world. 

That  is  why  I  decided,  as  the  1972  campaign  approached,  that  the 
Presidency  should  come  first  and  politics  second.  To  the  maximum  extent 
possible,  therefore,  I  sought  to  delegate  campaign  operations,  to  remove 
the  day-to-day  campaign  decisions  from  the  President's  office  and  from 
the  White  House.  I  also,  as  you  recall,  .severely  limited  the  number  of  my 
own  campaign  appearances. 

Who,  then,  is  to  blame  for  what  happened  in  this  case? 

For  specific  criminal  actions  by  specific  individuals,  those  who  com- 
mitted those  actions  must,  of  course,  bear  the  liability  and  pay  the  penalty. 

For  the  fact  that  alleged  improper  actions  took  place  within  the 
White  House  or  within  my  cariipaign  organization,  the  easiest  course 
would  be  for  me  to  blame  those  to  whom  I  delegated  the  responsibility 
to  run  the  campaign.  But  that  would  be  a  cowardly  thing  to  do. 

I  will  not  place  the  blame  on  subordinates — on  people  whose  zeal 
exceeded  their  judgment,  and  who  may  have  done  wrong  in  a  cau.se  they 
deeply  believed  to  be  right. 

In  any  organization,  the  man  at  the  top  must  bear  the  responsibility. 

I  That  responsibility,  therefore,  belongs  here,  in  this  office.  I  accept  it.  And 
I  pledge  to  you  tonight,  from  this  office,  that  I  will  do  everything  in  my 
power  to  ensure  that  the  guilty  are  brought  to  justice,  and  that  such  abuses 
are  purged  from  our  political  processes  in  the  years  to  come,  long  after 

II  have  left  this  office. 

Some  people,  quite  properly  appalled  at  the  abuses  that  occurred, 
will  say  that  Watergate  demonstrates  the  bankruptcy  of  the  American 
political  system.  I  believe  precisely  the  opposite  is  true.  Watergate  repre- 
sented a  series  of  illegal  acts  and  bad  judgments  by  a  number  of  indi- 
viduals. It  was  the  system  that  has  brought  the  facts  to  light  and  that  will 
bring  those  guilty  to  justice — a  system  that  in  this  case  has  included  a 
determined  grand  jury,  honest  prosecutors,  a  courageous  judge,  John 
Sirica,  and  a  vigorous  free  press. 
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Impaci 

By  David  S.  Broder 
and  Spencer  Rich 

Wishlntloti  Poil  5ni;  W:ite:i 

Republican  lawmakers 
and  party  leaders  yesterday 
joined  in  a  rising  chorus  of 
demands  that  rresidcnt 
N'ixon  move  ouickly  to 
"clean  up"  the  Watercate 
situation. 

In  a  series  of  statements 
triggered  by  the  latest  dis- 
closure in  the  wiriemnS  po- 
litical   scanrtpl.    Mr.    Mxon 

was   warned   that   dclav    on 
his  part  could 

port  (or  hi,5  v"^ 

grc 

candidates 


GOP  Lmvuwhcrss  Party  Chiefs 
Join  Demands  for  Pronipt  Ck-annp 


In   a  series  of  Texas   ap-  Sen.  Richard  S.  Srhwetker 

peatances.    Bush    expressed  (RFa  ),  who    l,ke  Dole   and 

Ltirtcncc   in    Mr.    Mxons  Packwo^d.    f"-;^,;^;!^^'^"" 

the    case    and  next    year,    called    nn     Mr. 


handlin:  of  the  ca.se 
said  f.iat  wnile  \Valcr:ate 
mi:ht  dama:e  puhlic  confi- 
dence in  "the  political  proc- 
ess ...  I  ricin't  think  il  is 
hiirtins  the  Republican 
Party." 

His  conrlusion  was 
strongly  challen;'d  by  other 
Republicans,  including ,  his 
predecessor  as  party  chair- 
man. Sen.  Bob  Dole  of  Kan- 
sas. 

Dole  said  in  Tnpeka  that 

"riaht  now  the  crertihiliiy  of 

riama:e     Republican    the  administration   is   zilch. 

and       further   ^ero."J^e  called  on  prcsiricn- 

tial  aifes  H.  R.  iBob.  Halde- 

lid   John   Khrlichman 


weaken  sup- 
c-.im  \n  Con- 


weaken  public  confidence  ir    f"^"   .       .  ... 

to  resign  immca;aiei\ 


the  political  system. 


Sen.  Milton    R.    Youns    of 


Three  prominent  fisures  >;(„ih  Dakota,  senior  i;epub- 
— Billy  Graham.  1936  Repuh-  iicaii  on  the  Senate  .Appro- 
lican  presidential  nominee  p-iali""'  Committee,  called 
\Valer;alc  'one  ot  the  worst 
incidents    of   its    kind"    and 


Alf  M.  LaiidoM  and  the  |nc.=- 
identclect  of  the  America; 
Bar  As-^oriatinn.  Chc^U":' 
field  Smith — called  on  >l:' 
Nixon  in  srp.-ii ; 


snid  ■  't  cant  h?lp  hut  liurt 
.;r,mr"  on  forlhaomin;  le;:i5- 
|a:-\ e  \oics.         '; 

He  (Mr.  .Mxpn')  has  to  do 


to   appoint   an    independent  jornethins  decisive,"   Youns 
Investigator  or  investiqatin;   j^j,]     "anfj    the     lonaer    he   I 


rommi^'inn     In     r"t    to    iho 


walls,  ilip  more  d.aicua  it  is 


\ixon  to  "clean  nut"  the 
White  House  .'taff  without 
waiting  for  further  ?rand 
jury  indicim'-nts  'nd  hrn? 
in  new  people  with  "some 
integrity." 

Schweiker  said  Wateraate 
would  have  a  ■very  serious 
impact"  on  the  1074  election, 
callin;  it  "an  albatross 
around  the  party's  neck." 

The  need  for  prompt  ac- 
tion was  also  stressed  by  se- 
vcral  senior  Republican 
state  officials,  al!  of  them 
Nixon  loyalists,  interviewed 
by  The  Washinjton  Post 
vesterday. 

R.  L.  "Dirk"  Herman.  Ne- 
braska GOP  national  com- 
mitteeman and  rhairman  of 
the  1.072  convention  arranse- 
n-en's  committee,  said  Re- 
publicans in  his  .state  'think 
that  whatever  has  been  done 
stip-'iid  b<^  correrird  and  ror- 
r'~riKd  immediately.  Thev 
tiiink  those  i-piponsible 
sliould    pay   '.lie    orice. 

'They're  hopin;  and  be- 
icvine  the  President  is  not 
!n\olvpd.  "  ilTr.i.-:-.  .:3;d.  'but 
they  want  someth.ns  done  to 
correct   the   siiuatioii." 

.Inhii  ?.  .\ndrp;\5.  retiriii? 


of    the 


01 

I  tio 

I  cai 

I  wc 

I  Shi 


bottom  oi  tlio  case.  goina  to  be." 

Graham,  a  close  iriend  nf       Accordin"  to   Washmrtnn 
the  Presulcni.    ^a^d   he   war;    jides.  Rep.   .'ohn   B.  .Ander-  „,  .      „ 
•sick  about    t'nr..->hn|ethin:"  son  of  lUino's.  ch.viman   of  Oh-o    ..»pnbl.ran    chairman 

and  'whai  it  il  -nif.::  i-t  do  the  Hou.se  Republican  Con-  and  head  of  the  50-state  .\s- 
to  the  crtdibility  of  zoicrn-  fcrence.  told  con.stitucnts  snciaiion  of  GOP  Stale 
this  week  that  Uater;ate  "is 
like  Mount  Everest:  it's 
there  and  it's  not  soin? 
away.  .Anyone  who  writes  it 
off  as  of  no  consequence  is 
whisilin;  in  the  wind" 
Sen.  Bob  Packwood  iR- 
f  ;m<iliinj  Ore.)  said  in  F.uscne.  Ore.,  inrredible." 
the  Irader-  that  the  scandal  was  reach-  ^  ^^^.^^ 
inc  "disastrous  prnnortions ' 
and  that  unless  .Mr.  Nivon 
acted  promiiily.  many  nf  his 
lesislative  proposals  wcuiM 
t(K.-»  tir(-ai.'=e  I^rr'-itMu  .■"r• 
w....ld  ■ 
hlin::  to 
dents  ship 


menl    in    llir    rv<- 
American  p'-nph' 

Smith,  the  .\i;A  official. 
called  it  "a  domestic  criM.- 
of  unpaialliicil  propor- 
tions" and  London  s.nd.  "I 
can't  think 
worse  affctt 
ship  of  tiie  country. " 

On  the  oilier  hand  repub- 
lican Naiion.il  t'li-iirman 
C;eor;e  nur.li  soit-:li'  to  mini 
nil  ■!•  Ill,  i-.i.;:'  .  '  l.il'i-'Ml 
irom  Hi'  '  :■  '  ■  I".:  '•i'-' 
averace  .\nir' icin  is  not  a.- 
lipr.rt  .-ihiMil  V.  iilrrrjile"  A. 
the  pics',  aiul  pnlitirians  »i 
pear  to  hr 


Chairmen,  sard  the  reaction 
of  Ohio  Republicans  is  one 
of  "outrage,  emharas^^mrnt. 
and  sliame.  We  wish  to  hell 
it  would  be  taken  earc  of 
promptiv  ,-ind  pollen  over 
with.  The  whole  thin;  is  just 


Riilrn.  Indiana 
Republican  national  rommit- 
t.-em-m.  said  his  stale's  Re- 
puhlii-ans     are      "wrinrinc 

tlv'ir     I'.-inH.;     -n     c"*-."!!     .Tn- 
'..<■■  "   :.,;n    w.ii-'rt.:    ;."ir   the 

"cl  oft  the  "Pieji- ''"'•'"''""'  '"  '■■''^'"  ""ppropri- 
ato  action,  no  m.Titer  liow- 
painfu!  It  may  he  fnr  close 
friends  and  Iny.nl  5t.-if(  peo- 
ple." 


In  the  fare  of  these  t!?- 
mands,  adniin.v.i.-.tinn  o(;i. 
cials  rallied  around  the  Pres- 
ident. 

Secretary  of  Commer'i? 
Frederick  Dent  said  in  I'itl- 
lahassee  that  .Mr.  .Niion's 
critics  were  iryin:  to  puil 
"a  Waterjate  shade"  over 
the  accomplishments  cf  his 
administration.  "It  is  essen- 
tial that  we  in  America  rcr. 
ognize  that  we  have  one  of 
the  oulstandin:  leaders  of 
all  time  available  to  us  for 
the  balance  of  four  more 
years,"  he  said. 

National  Chairman  Bii'h 
expressed  continued  confi- 
dence that  the  President 
would  clean  up  what  be 
called  "this  rrubby  busi- 
ness." and  Billy  Graham,  in 
an  inter\ieu-  on  the  Toda-' 
proEram,  expressed  similar 
faith. 

Speakin;  of  .Mr.  Nixon. 
Graham  said,  "i  personally 
do  not  think  he  knew  about 
it  ...  It  was  a  stupid  blun- 
der to  becin  with,  and  he's 
too  smart  for  that  .  .  .  See- 
ondly  I  think  his  moral  and 
ethical  principles  wojidn't 
allow  him  to  do  anyilunz  il- 
lesal  like  that.  I've  known 
him  a  long  time  and  he  has 
a  very  strong  sense  of  integ- 
rity." 

Graham  went  on  to  .say, 
ho-,vever.  thai  "evervone 
c^nnecied  with  the  Watcr- 
:n'e  will  have  to  leave  .  .  . 
;h<»  -overnment.  and  we'll 
have  to  hav"  a  wbnie  ne»- 
"roup  of  people  cnTirr  In 
thai  people  h.''ve  ro:itidenee 
in.  1  think  that  is  vrry  :ni- 
portanL" 

Landon.  the  parly's  elder 
■:;,-»*p>man,  c'^rnrnr^nvd  »rt  a 
telephone  iniep.iew  I'mm 
Toprka  thai  "I  dnn'i  ihiik 
there  is  anv  evidence  Nixon 
knew  anythinr  abo'it  il  he- 
forehand,  hut  public-  senti- 
ment is  crowinr  adverse  lo 
the  thinkin:  that  his  per- 
sonal loyalties  have  pre- 
vented him  from  uncovjrin; 
it  as  ihorouchly  and  quickly 
as  possible.'' 

Landon  said  impeachment 
of  the  I'rosideni  would  ' 'ne 
counterproductive."  and  a 
survey  by  The  Wa-hmrion 
Po.sl  nf  about  20  too  level 
House  and  Scnaie  .iirles  and 
a  handful  of  kev  sen.itors 
disclosed  MO  evirirnio  o;'  :»n\- 
serious  •mpeirhT'-pt  ""--.r 
■■."ir.;   ;:ii-i>  ■■   w.,». 

Those  inter^•iew•ed  said 
the  lark  of  evid,-nce  of  pre.si- 
denli.ll  compbriiv  and  the 
slialteiin:  effects  nf  »i:rh 
an  rfjiwi  i.^en-.,  r;  (,-»  -x-t'clid* 
its  consideration. 
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the  Humanities  Act  of  1965,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

B.    909 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Hollings,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  (Mr.  Goldwater), 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  (Mr.  Hum- 
phrey), and  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see (Mr.  Brock)  were  added  as  cospon- 
sors  of  S.  909,  amending  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949  to  permit  donations  of  sur- 
plus Federal  property  to  State  and  local 
public  recreation  agencies. 

s.    I0f« 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Hartke.  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  (Mr.  McGov- 
ERN) ,  was  added  as  a  cosponsor  of  S.  1076, 
a  bill  relating  to  the  authortity  of  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  to  re- 
adjust the  schedule  of  rating  for  the  dis- 
abilities of  veterans;  to  the  construction, 
alteration,  and  acquisition  of  hospitals 
and  domiciliary  facilities;  to  the  closing 
of  hospitals  and  domiciliary  facilities  and 
regional  offices;  and  to  the  transfer  of 
real  property  imder  the  Jurisdiction  or 
control  of  the  Administration  of  Veter- 
ans' Affairs. 

B.   iios 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Dole,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  (Mr.  Bible)  ,  was  added 
as  a  cosponsor  of  S.  1105,  to  provide  In- 
come tax  Incentives  for  the  modiflcatior 
of  certain  buildings  so  as  to  remove  archi- 
tectural and  transportational  barriers  to 
the  handicapped  and  elderly. 

S.    1271 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Humphrey,  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  (Mr.  Eacleton) 
was  added  as  a  cosponsor  of  S.  1271,  to 
amend  the  Higher  Education  Act  of  1965 
to  establish  a  student  internship  program 
to  offer  students  practical  political  in- 
volvement with  elected  officials  on  the 
local  and  State  levels  of  government. 

B.   1408 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Hartke  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  (Mr.  Hart)  was 
added  as  a  cosponsor  of  S.  1408,  a  bill  to 
provide  social  security  coverage  for  Fed- 
eral employees. 

S. 1424 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Schweiker,  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  (Mr.  Dominick), 
and  the  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr. 
Percy)  were  added  as  cosponsors  of  S. 
1424,  to  provide  certain  benefits  for  mem- 
bers of  the  Armed  Forces  and  civilian  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States  who  were 
In  a  missing  status  for  any  period  of 
time  during  the  Vietnam  conflict. 

B.    1455 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Pastore,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Rhode  Island  (Mr.  Pell)  was 
added  as  a  cosponsor  of  S.  1455,  to  in- 
crease the  duty  on  rubber  filament. 

S. 1617 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Randolph,  the 
Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Tower)  was 
added  as  a  cosponsor  of  S.  1517,  to  estab- 
lish a  national  adoption  information  ex- 
change system. 

a.    163S 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Bellmon,  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  (Mr.  Bartiett) 
was  added  as  a  cosponsor  of  S.  1535,  to 


amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  to  provide  for  the  recovery  of  rea- 
sonable attorneys  fees  as  a  part  of  court 
costs  In  civil  cases  involving  the  Inter- 
nal Revenue  laws. 

S.    1648 

At  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  (Mr.  Pell)  ,  the  Senator 
from  New  York  (Mr.  Javits)  was  added 
as  a  cosponsor  of  S.  1548,  to  establish 
a  Commission  to  review  the  proposed 
closing  of  any  military  installation. 

S.     1S7» 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Dole,  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  (Mr.  McGov- 
ern),  and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
(Mr.  Humphrey)  were  added  as  cospon- 
sors of  S.  1579,  to  provide  for  the 
demonstration  of  models  of  living  ar- 
rangements for  severely  handicapped 
adults  as  alternatives  to  Institutionali- 
zation and  to  coordinate  existing  sup- 
portive services  necessitated  by  such  ar- 
rangements, to  Improve  the  coordina- 
tion of  housing  programs  with  respect 
to  handicapped  persons. 

S.    1066 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Javits.  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  (Mr.  Buckley)  was 
added  as  a  cosponsor  of  S.  1655,  to  pro- 
vide an  additional  Judgeship  for  the 
western  district  of  New  York. 

I  SENATE  RESOLUTION  105— SUBMIS- 
I      SION   OF  A  RESOLUTION  RELAT- 
I      ING     TO      APPOINTMENT     OF     A 
SPECIAL    PROSECUTOR    IN    CON- 
NECTION   ■WITH    THE    PRESIDEN- 
TIAL   ELECTION    OP     1972 

Mr.  PERCY  (for  himself,  Mr.  Dole, 

Mr.  Goldwater,  Mr.  Mathias,  Mr.  Javits, 

Mr.  Case,  Mr.  Schweiker,  Mr.  Domenici, 

Mr.  Buckley,  Mr.  Cranston,  Mr.  Young, 

Mr.  Roth,  Mr.   Gravel,  Mr.  Sparkman, 

Mr.    Clark,    Mr.    Randolph,    and    Mr. 

Packwood)    submitted  a  resolution   (S. 

Res.  105)  requesting  the  President  of  the 

United  States  to  appoint  a  special  pros- 

lecutor  in  connection  with  the  Presiden- 

Itial  election  of  1972,  which  by  unanimous 

I  consent  was  considered  and  agreed  to. 


ADDITIONAL  COSPONSOR  OF  A 
RESOLUTION 

SENATE   EESOLUTION    99 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Hartke,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alaska  (Mr.  Gravel)  was 
added  as  a  cosponsor  of  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 99,  pertaining  to  Senate  confirma- 
tion of  public  ministers. 


EXTENSION  OF  AUTHORIZATIONS 
OF  THE  PUBLIC  'WORKS  AND  ECO- 
NOMIC DEVELOPMENT  ACT  OP 
1965— AMENDMENT 

amendment  no.  04 

(Ordered  to  be  printed  and  to  He  on 
the  table.) 

Mr.  DOMENICI  submitted  an  amend- 
ment. Intended  to  be  proposed  by  him,  to 
the  biU  (H.R..2246)  to  amend  the  Public 
■Works  and  Economic  Development  Act 
of  1965  to  extend  the  authorizations  for  a 
1-year  period. 


ENERGY  POLICY  ACT  OP  1973— 
AMENDMENT 

AMENDUKNT    NO.    M 

(Ordered  to  be  printed,  and  to  lie  on 

the  table.) 

Mr.  HOT  .LINGS.  Mr.  President,  on 
Tuesday,  March  27,  the  Commerce  Com- 
mittee reported  S.  70,  a  bill  to  promote 
commerce  and  establish  a  Council  on 
Energy  Policy  and  lor  other  purposes 
,  (Report  No.  93-114) .  The  function  of  the 
Council  is  to  Improve  capabilities  for 
the  collection  and  analysis  of  energy  In- 
formation, to  coordinate  the  energy 
activities  of  the  Federal  Government  and 
to  prepare  a  long-range,  comprehensive 
plan  for  energy  production,  utilization 
and  conservation.  This  proposal  would 
provide  a  single,  place  for  Congress  and 
the  President  to  seek  energy  information 
and  policy  recommendations.  It  assures 
that  a  single  body  has  responsibility  for 
examining  the  overall  energy  picture. 
The  proposed  Council  would  be  account- 
able to  Congress  and  Independent  of 
operating  agencies. 

Pursuant  to  an  earlier  agreement 
among  the  chairmen  of  the  committees 
which  have  Jurisdiction  in  the  energy 
policy  area,  the  measure  was  held  on  the 
calendar  for  30  days  to  provide  an  oppor- 
tunity for  review  and  comment  by  the 
other  concerned  committees.  I  am 
pleased  to  report  that  the  members  of  the 
National  Fuels  and  Energy  Policy  Study 
established  by  Senate  Resolution  45 
(92d  Congress)  have  examined  S.  70  as 
reported  and  they  have  recommended  a 
minimum  of  changes.  The  intent  of  the 
proposed  language  changes  Is : 

First.  To  clarify  the  Intention  of  the 
bin  that  the  Council  on  Energy  Policy 
would  be  a  policy  advisory  group  to  the 
President,  using  his  authority  to  coordi- 
nate Federal  agency  functions. 

Second.  To  clarify  the  Intent  of  the 
bill  that  the  Council  would  promulgate 
guidelines  for  the  collection  of  energy 
information  and  would  be  a  focal  point 
for  policy  analysis  of  energy  data,  and 

Third.  To  amend  the  intent  of  the  bill 
to  reinforce  the  advisory  relationship  be- 
tween the  Council  and  the  President. 

To  avoid  confusion  during  floor  con- 
sideration of  this  measure,  I  am  today 
submitting  an  amendment  to  S.  70  whiph 
incorporates  these  language  changes.  I 
request  that  this  amendment  be  printed 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

It  is  also  my  understanding  that  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Montana 
(Mr.  Metcalf)  intends  to  propose  later 
an  amendment  that  Increases  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office's  responsibilities 
for  the  collection  and  analysis  of  energy 
data. 


AMENDMENT  OP  NATIONAL  FOUN- 
DATION ON  THE  ARTS  AND  THE 
HUMANITIES  ACT  OF  1965— 
AMENDMENTS 

amendment  no.  ea 
(Ordered  to  be  printed.) 
Mr.  PROXMIRE  proposed  amend- 
ments to  the  bUl  (S.  795)  to  amend  the 
National  Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the 
Humanities  Act  of  1965,  and  for  other 
purposes. 
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4.      On  May  7,  1973  Richardson,  Attorney  General-Designate,  announced 
that  he  had  decided  he  would,  if  confirmed,  appoint  a  Special  Prosecutor. 
On  May  9,  1973  the  President  stated  that  Richardson  and  the  Special 
Prosecutor  appointed  by  Richardson  would  have  the  total  cooperation  of 
the  executive  branch.  On  May  10,  1973  Senator  Scott  informed  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Cotmnittee  that  the  President  had  told  him  he  would  not  inter- 
vene in  the  selection  of  the  prosecutor  nor  in  the  conduct  of  his  office. 
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4.1     NEW  YORK  TIMES^   MAY  8^    1973.    26 


Statement  by  Richardson 
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SpKlil  toTht  .\rr  York  Timll 

WASH/,VCTOiV.    May     7 
Followiris    15    fhe    (3x£    o; 
statement  by  E:'(iot 
ii  ordson: 

In  nominating  me  as  Attor- 
ney General  of  the  United 
States,  President  N;xon 
charged  me  with  responsibil- 
ity for  "uncovering  the  wh?!e 
truth"  about  the  Watergate 
case  and  related  matters.  He 
also  stated  his  determination 
that  "justice  will  be  pursued 
fairly,  fully  and  inpartialiy, 
no  matter  who  is  invol'.cd." 

I  have  accepted  all  of  this 
charge.  If  confirmed  by  the 
Senate,  I  shall  ca:ry  it  out  to 
the  ven."  best  of  r-iy  ability. 

The  President  also  commit- 
ted to  my  decision  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  or  not  to 
appoint  a  special  prosecutor. 

In'  considering  this  ques- 
tion, I  have  kept  steadily  in 
view  the  essent;al  importance 
of  insuring  that  the  in\esti- 
gations  and  prosecutions. 
whateve-  their  outcome,  are 
so  conducted  ns  to  command 
full  public  confidence  in  their 
integrity  and  fairness. 

Question  on  Objectivity 

I  have  taken  into  account 
the  fact  that,  because  I  have 
held  of fice  in  this  .Administra- 
tion from  Its  beginning,  my 
objectivity  may  be  questioned. 
I  am  also  convinced  that  the 
Attorney  GcncrnI  must  retain 
final  responsibility  for  all 
matters  coming  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  depart- 
ment. 

After  such  careful  thought 
about  hov/  best  to  respond  to 
these  concerns,  I  ha\e  de- 
cided that  1  will,  if  con- 
firmed, appoint  a  special 
prosecutor  and  gj\e  him  all 
the  independence,  authority 
and  staff  support  needed  to 
carr;,'  out  the  tasks  entrusted 
to  him. 

I  Althouch  he  will  he  in  the 
Department  of  .luj.lice  and  re- 
port to  me — and  only  to  mc — 


he  will  be  aware  that  his  ulti- 
mate accountability  is  to  the 
American  people. 

The  person  selected  to  ful- 
fill this  role  v/iU  have  to  meet 
stringent  standards  of  quali- 
fication. Ke  must  not  only  be 
an  individual  cf  the  highest 
character  and  integrity  but 
be  v.idely  so  recognized. 

He  must  not  have  been  as- 
sociated v/ith  any  of  the  per- 
sons alleged  or  suspected  to 
have  had  a  par;  in  the  mat- 
ters under  investigation.  He 
must  be  judicious  in  temper- 
ament and  independent  in 
spirit.  He  m.ust  have  a  proven 
record  ,of  outstanding  com- 
petence as  a  lav.yer,  prefer- 
ably including  trial  experi- 
ence. 

Search  Already  Begun 

It  may  t.ike  some  time  to 
find  the"  right  person.  I  have 
already  begun  the  search  and 
will  press  It  as  rapidly  as 
possible. 

After  the  selection  has  been 
made,  I  shall  ask  the  Senate 
Committee  en  the  Judiciary 
to  hold  a  public  hearing  for 
the  purpose  of  satisfying  it- 
self as  to  the  suitability  of 
the  appointee.  I  v/ould  wel- 
come, in  addition,  an  expres- 
sion by  the  Senate  as  a  v.hole 
of  his  confidence  in  him. 

One  further  point.  .My  deci- 
sion to  appoint  a  special 
prosecutor  should  not  be  in- 
terpreted as  casting  the 
slightest  doubt  on  the  integri- 
ty or  competence  of  any  per- 
son in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation,  or  the  orfice 
of  any  United  States  Attor- 
ney. 

On  the  contrary,  I  have  the 
hi:;hest  respect  for  the  dedi- 
cated professionals  who  staff 
tl'ese  organiz:itions.  My  ob- 
jective is  one  I  know  they 
share  with  me:  To  assist  in 
doing  what  has  to  be  done  in 
a  wav  that  contributes  to 
strengfiicning  the  lcf;al  and 
moral   fabric  of  our  society. 
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Republican  Party  Dinner 

The  President'!  Remarks  at  a  Republican 
Fundraising  Dinner  at  the  Washington  Hilton 
"  otel.     May  9,  1973 


Mr.  Vice  President,  and  all  of  the  distinguished  guests, 
because  everyone  here  is  a  distinguished  guest  tonight: 

I  had  been  hearing  that  this  would  be  less  than  an 
enthusiastic  dinner  tonight,  and  I  must  say  you  have 
proved  that  perhaps  the  critics  were  wrong. 

I  do  know,  too,  that  this  is  an  evening  when  you  have 
been  paying  tribute  to  some  who  have  led  our  party  in  the 
past  year  in  fact  over  the  past  years,  to  Chairman  Bob 
Dole,  Bob  Wilson,  and  Peter  Dominick,  and  I  wish  to  pay 
tribute  to  them,  too,  and  also  to  the  new  leaders — the  new 
leadership  that  is  up  here,  George  Bush,  and  Bob  Michel, 
Bill  Brock.  They  are  a  great  team,  and  they  are  a  team 
that  the  Vice  President  and  I  will  be  very  proud  to  work 
with  for  the  victory  that  we  are  going  to  win  in  1974. 

Having  mentioned  the  Vice  President,  I  thank  him 
for  his  indefatigable  campaigning  in  all  the  years  since  we 
have  been  together  in  Washington.  He  has  had  to  carry,  as 
is  often  the  lot  of  the  Vice  President,  the  campaigning 
load  when  the  President  has  some  other  responsibilities 
to  undertake,  and  he  has  carried  that  load  with  great 
dedication  and  great  effectiveness,  and  I  am  proud  to 
have  him  as  a  member  of  our  team. 

Now,  as  is  always  my  custom,  before  speaking  before 
any  audience  of  such  a  distinguished  group  as  this,  I  asked 
the  chairman  what  I  should  talk  about,  and  it  just  hap- 
pened this  afternoon  I  met  with  the  chairman.  Chairman 
Bush,  and  also  his  other  two  colleagues  and  our  new 
finance  chairman,  Mr.  Wilson  from  Tennessee,  and  we 
had  a  discussion  about  this  dinner  tonight  and  what  you 
would  like  to  hear  about. 

You  already  heard  the  Vice  President  praise  the  accom- 
plishments of  the  Administration  and  so  for  me  to  add  to 
that  would  simply  be,  of  course,  adding  praise  for  what  he 
says  I  have  done,  but  which  you  have  made  possible,  and 
all  of  us  working  together  have  made  possible,  and  I  will 
have  something  to  say  about  that  as  I  conclude  tonight. 

But  it  has  always  been  my  practice  before  any  kind  of 
audience  to  take  on  those  subjects  that  some  people  think 
you  don't  want  to  take  on  because  they  are  difficult. 

Let  me  say,  I  didn't  get  where  I  am  by  ducking  tough 
issues;  I  am  keenly  aware  of  the  fact  that  many  Ameri- 
cans— everybody  in  this  room,  for  example — are  con- 
cerned about  the  developments  that  we  have  been  reading 
about  and  hearing  about  in  recent  weeks  and  recent 
months. 

I  expressed  my  concern  just  a  few  days  ago  on  national 
television.  I  will  not  add  to  what  I  said  then,  except  to 
make  some  comments  that  I  think  are  quite  appropriate 
at  this  time. 


In  the  American  poHtical  process,  one  of  the  most 
difficult  tasks  of  all  comes  when  charges  are  made  against 
high  officials  in  an  AdminLstration.  That  is  a  very  great 
test  of  an  Administration,  and  many  times,  in  the  history 
of  our  country.  Administrations  have  failed  to  meet  the 
test  of  investigating  those  charges  that  might  be  embar- 
rassing to  the  Administration,  because  they  were  made 
against  high  officials  in  an  Administration. 

We  have  had  such  a  situation.  We  have  been  con- 
fronted with  it.  We  are  dealing  with  it.  And  I  will  simply 
say  to  you  tonight  that  this  Nation,  Republicans,  Demo- 
crats, Independents,  all  Americans,  can  have  confidence 
in  the  fact  that  the  new  nominee  for  Attorney  General, 
Elliot  Richardson,  and  the  special  prosecutor  that  he 
will  appoint  in  this  case,  will  have  the  total  cooperation 
of  the  executive  branch  of  this  Government;  they  will 
get  to  the  bottom  of  this  thing;  they  will  see  to  it  that  all 
of  those  who  are  guilty  are  prosecuted  and  are  brought 
to  justice.  That  is  a  pledge  I  make  tonight  and  that  I  I 
think  the  American  people  are  entitled  to.  ^__J 

But  I  would  add  that  the  place  where  that  should 
happen  is  in  the  courts  of  law.  Charges  are  these  days 
made  rather  easily,  as  we  know,  in  our  political  process, 
and  there  is  sometimes  a  tendency  for  us  to  convict  the 
innocent  in  our  own  mind  before  they  have  the  oppor- 
tunity to  be  heard,  before  they  have  the  opportunity,  even 
if  charges  are  made,  to  be  tried. 

And  let  us  resolve  tonight  that  until  we  hear  the  evi- 
dence, until  those  who  have  been  charged  have  had  a 
chance  to  present  their  case  in  a  court  of  law,  let's  uphold 
the  great  American  tradition  that  an  individual,  even  a 
government  official,  is  innocent  until  he  is  proven  guilty. 

I  also  want  to  add  a  word  with  regard  to  what  all  this 
is  going  to  mean  to  the  next  Syi  and  a  bit  more  years 
that  we  have  in  office  as  a  result  of  the  election  last 
November.  I  can  assure  you  that  we  will  get  to  the  bottom 
of  thb  very  deplorable  incident.  We  shall  do  everything 
that  we  can  to  develop  new  legislative  tools  which  will 
deal  with  this  kind  of  abuse  and  other  abuses  as  practiced 
too  often  in  many  campaigns  by  both  parties  over  the 
years. 

But  the  most  important  thing  I  want  to  say  tonight 
is  this:  We  are  not  going  to  allow  this  deplorable  incident 
to  deter  us  or  deflect  us  from  going  forward  toward 
achieving  the  great  goals  that  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  American  people  elected  us  to  achieve  in  Novem- 
ber of  1972. 

We  received  the  greatest  popular  majority  in  history 
for  good  reasons.  The  .Vnerican  people  had  a  clear  choice, 
and  the  same  reasons  and  that  same  choice  exists  today  as 
did  exist  then.  And  when  we  look  at  those  goals,  some  of 
which  the  Vice  President  has  referred  to  so  eloquently, 
when  we  look  at  those  goals,  it  is  our  responsibility  at 
this  time  to  go  forward  now  and  achieve  them,  and  that 
we  do  intend  to  do.  And  I  can  a.ssure  you  that  whether  it 
is  in  a  Cabinet  meeting  that  we  will  be  having  in  the 
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matters  that  nfToct  that  coiificU'iK'O.  So  thi.-.  I  tliiiilc.  is  in  tlio  hroadost 
sense  tlie  toudistoiie  that  sl'.ould  (leteiniiri"  wliat  areas  are  as^sigiied  to 
him. 

Senator  SroiT.  AVonld  tlie  Secretary  dcfT  for  a  minute  ? 
I  wonder  wlietlier  tlie  Senator  from  Mns-achnsetts  would  let  me  liavc 
10  minutes?  I  have  been  licre  for  2  days  and  it  is  diflicult  for  me  to  get 
back. 
Senator  Kknnedy.  I  will  conclude.  Senator  Scott. 
Mr.  Secretary,  as  I  mentioned  at  tlic  outset  and  as  you  have  recog- 
nized in  your  willingness  to  permit  or  ur^e  the  special  prosecutor  to 
appear  before  tlie  committee  to  outline  some  memorandum  of  under- 
standing, you  can  see  why  it's  important  for  us  to  at  least  be  aware  of 
the  kinds  of  responeibilities  and  the  scope  and  tlie  power  of  this  special 
attorney,  from  your  point  of  view  and  what  is  oeing  represented  to 
the  special  attorney  himself. 

Secretary  Richardsox.  Absolutely. 

Senator  Kf.xxedy.  I  think  it  is  terribly  important  even  in  relation- 
ship to  the  kind  of  special  attorney  that  would  be  willing  to  accept  the 
responsibility.  It  is  for  these  reasons  that  we  Mantcd  to  get  into  these 
particular  matters. 

Secretarj-  Kichardsox.  I  fully  agree.  Senator  Kennedy,  and  I  wel- 
comed and  do  welcome  the  opportimity  to  respond  to  these  questions. 
I  hope  that  this  colloquy  has  been  useful  to  the  record.  I  think  so. 
Senator  Kexxedy.  Senator  Scott  ? 
Senator  Scott.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Kennedy. 

Mr.  Secretary,  we  are  discussing  here  at  length,  as  we  should,  the 
element  of  tn.st.  I  think  you  know  that  I  feel  that  we  ought  to  extend 
to  you  as  much  trust  as  we  do  to  each  other.  Tliat  is  very  considerable. 
AVe  have  had  your  assurances  that  the  special  prosecutor  will  have  the 
approval  of  the  Senate,  that  the  guidelines  under  which  he  operates 
the  Senate  will  have  an  opportunity  to  approve.  We  have  quite  rightly- 
been  discussing  the  scope  and  independence  of  the  special  prosecutor. 
I  think  we  are  concerned  ns  to  what  comes  out  of  this  process  at  the 
end  and  what  we  are  anxious  to  clarify  is  what  happens  to  the  report 
of  the  special  prosecutor. 

In  other  words,  at  some  point,  that  distinguished  American  will 
have  been  selected  after  you  have  consulted  with  those  people  you 
hjivp  mentioned  and  others,  including  the  former  Chief  Justice  of  the 
United  States,  will  make  findin<rs.  perhap?  findings  of  fact  and  find- 
ings of  law.  and  recommendations.  I  think  the  Senate  wants  to  be 
assured  that  when,  notwithstanding  the  lejral  responsibilities  which 
that  should  place  on  you  as  well  as  the  Constitution,  and  iiotwith- 
standinnr  the  necessity  for  you  to  make  available  facilities  and  to  con- 
tinue with  consultative  assistance,  that  the  report  of  the  special  prose- 
cutor will  be  public,  that  it  will  be  reported  fully  to  tlie  American 
people,  that  the  recommendations  of  the  prosecutor  will  not  in  any 
wav  be  interfered  with:  and  tiiat  such  pi-osecutor's  recommendations, 
if  they  lead  to  prosecution,  will  proceed  normallv  through  the  judicial 
process.  I  take  it  that  that  is  what  you  are  trvinir  to  achieve,  is  it  not? 
Secretary  RicnARosox.  Yes.  it  is.  Senator  Scott. 

Senator  Scott.  Now,  the  President  this  morning  made  it  clear  to 
me  that  he  will  in  no  way  intervene  in  the  selection  of  the  prosecutor 
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nor  in  the  conduct  of  his  office,  nor  in  liis  final  report ;  that  the  irivcsti- 
"ution  nuist  proceed  M-itliout  fear  or  favor  to  the  full  and  complete 
truth  and  toward  the  final  fixing  of  responsibility  through  tlie  judi- 
cial process.  That  is  not  a  ([uote,  but  it  is  a  just  paraphrase.  I  agree 
■with  that  and  I  am  sure  that  you  agree  with  it. 

I  feel  that  the  Senate  is  Wmg  made  so  integrally  a  part  of  tliis 
whole  proceeding  that  the  American  peoplt-  are  going  to  draw  the 
conclusions  that  no  one  will  i)ermit  the  trutli  to  be  aborted  and  that 
there  is  no  conceivable  way  by  which  the  development  of  the  full 
truth  can  or  should  be  prevented. 

We  have  only  one  other  alternative  if  we  can  come  to  a  full  under- 
standing of  what  you  and  the  special  prosecutor  regard  as  your  civil 
function.  The  other  alternative  would  be  a  statute  establishing  a  new 
agency,  a  new  prosecutorial  system.  It  would  involve  bills  in  both 
Houses,  it  would  involve  hearings,  it  would  involve  debate,  and  then 
it  would  involve  a  long  process  by  which  it  would  be  determined  who 
should  be  selected,  individually  or  in  a  grouj).  to  serve  in  that  capacity. 
There  would  be  no  opportunity  for  judicial  review,  there  would  be 
no  opportmiity  for  the  processes  of  dissent  e.vcept  within  that  group 
if  it  were  more  than  one  person.  There  would  be  no  way  by  which 
the  personal  ambitions  of  anyone  who  miirht  have  been  so  selected 
through  the  political  process  could  deter  him  and  such  a  person  would 
be  unif[ue  in  our  modern  system,  it  seems  to  me,  after  the  lapse  of  6, 
S.  or  10  weeks  in  his  selection. 

Now.  I  do  not  think  time  is  working  witli  us.  Th.e  events  are  moving 
npuce.  It  .-(-eiriS  to  me  essentit^.l  tliat  we  got  <m  with  ti;e  resolution  of 
tins  wlicle  dirty  business  and  get  the  whole  truth  without  any  fear  or 
favor  to  any  person  anywhere. 

I  have  made  the  statement  I  did  because  I  am  satisfied  that  that  is  the 
way  tjie  President  feels  about  it.  I  am  not  quoting  him  on  the  special 
agent  or  t'lT'  ^i-r-cial  law.  but  as  to  the  lest  rif  it.  I  ain  sure  I  believe  liiin 
and  IJiopi'  rliis  cnmniittee  v.ill  move  promi-tly  witli  the  confinnaticu: 
I  hope  yoT!  will  inove  promptly  with  tlie  seiertirm  of  tiie  snecial  pio=- 
e.  lito!-.  an.-  that  that  person  v.ill  be  of  sucli  :ui  identity  tliat  the  Senate 
a!ul  f!..-  .Vmerlcan  i^eople  will  instar.tly  ie--ii:nize  his  capacity  and  hi? 
'•litiiacter  arid  his  competence  and  trustwnvrhiness.  In  our  system  of 
L'overniiiert.  we  liare  to  start  somewhere  in  the  process  of  making  it 
voik.  I  rliink  ve  start  with  a  trusted  Attorney  General-designate;  we 
start  with  a  trusted  sj^ecial  prosecutor:  w.-  start  with  the  assurances 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  wishes  a  complete,  total,  abso- 
lute and  titter  investigation  to  the  end,  to  the  truth,  and  to  the  ulti- 
mate ccnsenuences.  And  T  believe  that  is  whiit  the  An.ierican  people 
want  and  I  would  assume  that  you  agree  wirh  that. 

Secretary  P.ich.mjdsox.  I  fully  agree.  Senator  Scott.  I  think  yon 
have  very  setisibly.  and  I  think'wisely.  s\unmari/,ed  the  situation"  v.e 
are  in  in  a  way  that  has  brought  to' bear  its  setting  as  well  as  the 
specifics  tliat  we  have  been  discussing  here  today,  and  I  think  that  has 
l)een  a  very  useful  contribution  to  tliis  discussion". 

Senator  Scott.  Thank  you.  Mr.  Richai-dson. 

1  airain  make  the  point  because  it  cau"t  be  made  too  often  that  no 
elected  public  official  has  been  involved  witli  this  scandalous  att'air. 
that  no  elected  public  official  has  condoutHl  it,  that  it  has  been  con 
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5.      On  May  21,  1973  Richardson  appeared  before  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  with  Special  Prosecutor  designate  Archibald  Cox.   Richardson 
submitted  to  the  Committee  a  statement  of  the  duties  and  responsibilities 
of  the  Special  Prosecutor  which  included  a  ntnnber  of  suggestions  he  had 
received  from  members  of  the  Committee  and  from  Cox.  The  statement  pro- 
vided that  the  Special  Prosecutor  would  have  jurisdiction  over  offenses 
arising  out  of  imauthorized  entry  into  the  DNC  headquarters  at  the  Water- 
gate, offenses  arising  out  of  the  1972  Presidential  election,  allegations 
involving  the  President,  members  of  the  White  House  staff  or  Presidential 
appointees  and  other  matters  which  he  consented  to  have  assigned  by  the 
Attorney  General  and  that  he  would  have  full  authority  for  determining 
whether  or  not  to  contest  the  assertion  of  executive  privilege  or  any 
other  testimonial  privilege.  The  guidelines  also  provided  that  the 
Special  Prosecutor  would  not  be  removed  except  for  extraordinary  impro- 
prieties. After  Richardson's  confirmation,  the  statement  was  promulgated 
and  published  as  a  formal  Department  of  Justice  regulation,  effective 
May  25,  1973. 
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NOMINATION  OF  ELLIOT  L.  RICHARDSON  TO  BE 
ATTORNEY  GENERAL 


I  MONDAY,  MAY  21,   1973 

U.S.  Sexate. 

CoilMXTTEE    OX    T1I»:    JrOICLARY, 

Washington,  D.C. 

The  committee  met.  pui-siiant  to  recess,  at  10:4.")  a.m.,  in  room  2228, 
Dirkseu  Senate  Office  Building.  Senator  James  O.  Eastland  (cliair- 
mau)  presiding. 

Present :  Senators  Eastland,  Hart,  Kennedy,  Bayh.  Biirdick,  Byrd 
(of  AVest  Virginia).  Tunney,  Hruska,  Scott,  Thurmond,  Mathias,  and 
Gurney. 

Also  present :  John  H.  Holloman,  chief  coiuisel,  and  Francis  C. 
Eoseiibci-ger,  professional  staff  member. 

The  Chaiem.vx.  Let  us  have  order. 

Mr.  Richardson,  we  will  hear  from  you,  sir. 

STATEMENT  OF  ELLIOT  L.  RICHAUDSON,  NOMINEE  TO  BE  ATTORNEY 

GENERAL 

I  Secretary  EiCH.vnDsox.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  members  of  the 
I  committee.  I  am  very  pleased  to  have  the  privilege  of  presenting  to  the 
I  committee  this  morning  the  man  whom  you  liave  confirmed  to  impor- 
tant office  in  the  Department  of  Justice.  He  served,  as  you  know,  for 
5  years  by  appointment  of  President  Kennedy  in  1961  as  Solicitor  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States.  I  feel  confident  in  saying  that  all  those  who 
are  aware  of  his  career  as  Solicitor  General  would  say  that  he  fnJhlled 
the  responsibilities  of  that  office  with  great  distinction,  with  sound 
legal  scholarship  and  cftectiveness  and  responsibility  as  an  advocate  in 
behalf  of  the  United  States. 

He  has  served  in  other  public  lesponsibilities,  starting  as  an  attorney 
in  the  Department  of  Labor  in  the  late  1940's.  He  later  became  Asso- 
ciate Solicitor  of  the  Department  of  Labor. 

He  had  been  Selectman  of  his  hometown  of  TVayland.  Mass..  a  posi- 
tion which  any  New  Euglander  will  tell  you  demands  great  fairness 
and  impartiality. 

He  has  shown  that  quality  also  as  chairman  of  the  Wage  Stabiliza- 
tion Board  by  appointment  of  President  Tmman-in  1952  and  as  arbi- 
trator in  many  types  of  labor  disputes. 

Eecently.  his  sensitivity  to  human  problems  and  these  same  quali- 
ties of  fairness  and  impartiality  have  been  called  upon  to  deal  with 
student  disorders  on  the  campuses  of  Columbia  University  and  Har- 
vard University. 
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These  nre  qualities  which  I  know  cnn  very  effectively  be  broujrht 
to  bear  upon  the  ^rave.  difficult,  and  delicate  issues  SKrroundin":  the 
Wivterfrate  case  and  related  matters.  I  know  that  it  will  represent  a 
very  substantial  sacrifice  for  Profe^or  Cox  to  undertake  these  re- 
sponsibilities and  that  it  is  only  out  of  a  strons:  sense  of  miblic  dntv 
that  he  has  agreed,  with  the  Senate's  appix>val,  to  undertake  this 
assismment. 

He  is  ftware.  of  course,  that  his  experience  as  a  lawyer  does  not 
embrace  criminal  prosecutions  or  verv  mucli  trial  experience,  but  he 
authorized  me  to  sav  in  announcing  the  appointment  on  Friday  that 
he  plans  to  name  as  his  own  principal  deputy  a  man  who  has  ha<l  wide 
litiaration  experience. 

The  CHAiTtJtAX.  What  you  are  saying  is  he  is  going  to  select  his 
own  staff. 

Secretary  Richardsox.  He  will  select  his  own  staff  in  its  entirety, 
in  anv  ease.  ^Ir.  Chairman,  but  he  did  want  it  understood  from  the 
outset  that  he  wished  to  supplement  or  complement  his  own  back- 
ground of  exnerience  by  seeking  an  experienced  trial  attorney  as  his 
own  principal  deputy. 

I  am  very  pleased  that  he  has  agreed  to  undertake  this  assignment 
and,  as  you  know,  he  would  be  doing  so  on  a  basis  of  full  independ- 
ence and  with  complete  authority  to  carry  out  all  aspects  of  the  assign- 
ment, to  nursue  every  lead  wherever  it  may  take  him,  to  determine 
when  and  under  what  circumstances  grand  jury  nroceedinjr?  should 
he  broTight.  what  indictments  should  issue,  and  what  other  actions  in 
aid  of  a  full,  fair,  and  impartial  investigation  of  all  these  matters 
should  be  undertaken. 

The  Chaibmax.  You  have  a  copy — place  a  copy  of  the  guidelines 
in  the  record,  please,  sir. 

Secretary  Richardson.  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  be  pleased 
to  have  included  in  the  record  at  this  point  a  statement  of  the  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  the  special  prosecutor.  This  statement  is  a 
version  which  incorporates  a  number  of  suggestions  for  revision  and 
change  that  I  have  received  from  members  of  the  committee  since  I 
distributed  an  earlier  version  to  the  committee  on  Thursday  of  last 
week.  Mr.  Cox  has  also  reviewed  it  and  made  one  final  change  at  his 
suggestion  this  morning. 

I  believe  that  it  doei  fully  and  adequately  set  forth  the  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  the  special  prosecutor  and  I  am  grateful  to  the 
members  of  this  committee  for  the  thought  and  deliberation  that  they 
have  devoted  to  revieTving  it  and  to  making  suggestions  to  me. 

[The  above  referred  to  document  follows:] 

Duties  awd  REspoNflrBiumEs  of  the  Speciai.  PBOBBCtrroR 

THE   SPECIAL  PROSECUTOR 

Th^re  will  be  appointed  by  the  Attorney  General,  within  the  IJepartment  of 
Justice,  a  Special  Prosecutor  to  whom  the  Attorney  General  shall  delegate  the 
authorities  and  provide  the  staff  and  other  resources  described  below. 

The  Special  Prosecutor  shall  have  full  nnthorlty  for  Invpstlgatinj;  nnd  prose- 
cuting offenses  aicalnst  the  United  States  arising  out  of  the  unauthorized  entry 
into  Democratic  National  Committee  Headquarters  at  the  Watergate,  all  offenses 
arising  out  of  the  1972  Presidential  Election  for  which  the  Special  Prosecutor 
deems  it  necessary  and  appropriate  to  assiune  responsibility,  allegations  involv- 
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ins  tlie  President,  niemliet-s  nf  the  Wlute  House  staff,  or  I'residential  appointees, 
tiiul  any  other  matters  which  lie  coiinents  to  have  ussi^ued  to  liiiu  liy  the  Attorney 
(Jeiieral. 

In  iiarticular,  the  Special  Prosecutor  shall  have  full  authority  with  respect  to 
tlie  alxire  matters  for  : 

poudur.-tius  jiroceeflings  l.efore  grand  jurieH  aud  any  other  investigations  he 

deems  neeessary  ; 
reviesvins  all  documentary  evidence  available  from  any  source,  as  to  which 

he  shall  have  full  access  : 
determining  whether  or  not  to  contest  the  assertion  of  '"Execntive  Privilege" 

or  any  other  testimonial  privi'.ejre : 
determining  whether  or  not  application  should  he  made  to  any  Federal  court 
for  a  grant  of  immunity  to  any  witness,  consistently  with  applicable  statu- 
tory requirements,  or  for  tcarranlii,  subpoenus,  nr  other  court  ortiern; 
deciding  whether  or  not  to  prosecute  any  individual,  flrra,  corporation  or 

group  of  individuals : 
initiating  and  coniluciing  prosecutions,  framing  indictments,  filing  informa- 
rions,   and   handling   all   aspects   of  any  cases   within   his  jurisdiction 
(whether  initiated  Ijefore  or  after  his  assumption  of  duties),  including 
any  appeals : 
coordinating  and  directing  the  activities  of  all  Department  of  .Toatice  per- 
sonnel, including  United  States  Attorneys  : 
dealing  icitk  and  appearing  before  Congressional  committees  having  juris- 
diction over  any  aspect  of  the  above  matters  and  determininj/  what  doctt- 
nwnts.  information,  and  antintance  shall  be  provided  to  mtch  committees. 
In  exercising  this  authority,  the  S)>ecial  Prosecutor  will  have  the  greatest  de- 
gree of  indet)eudence  that  is  consi.Mtent  with  the  Attorney  General's  statutory 
ac-countabillty  for  all  matters  falling  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department 
of  .Tustice.  The  Attorney  General  will  not  countermand  or  interfere  \s1th  the 
Special  Prosecutor's  decisions  or  actions.  The  Special  Prosecutor  will  determine 
whether  and  to  ichat  extent  he  will  inform  or  conmilt  with  the  Attometf  General 
about  the  co^nduct  o%his  duties  and  responsibilities.  The  Special  Prosecutor  will 
not  l)e  removed  from  his  duties  except  for  extraordinary  improprieties  on  his 
part. 

STAFF    AXD    RESOURCE    SUPPORT 

1.  Selection  of  staff 

The  Special  Prosecutor  shall  have  full  authority  to  organize,  select,  and  hire 
his  own  staff  of  attorneys,  investigators,  and  supporting  personnel,  on  a  full 
or  part-time  basis,  in  such  numbers  and  with  such  qualifications  as  he  may 
reasonably  require.  He  may  request  the  Assistant  Attorneys  General  and  other 
oBBcers  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to  assign  such  personnel  and  to  provide 
such  other  assistance  as  he  may  reasonably  require.  All  personnel  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  including  I'nlted  States  Attorneys,  shall  cooperate  to  the  fullest 
extent  possible  with  the  Special  Prosecutor. 

2.  Budget 

The  Special  Prosecutor  will  be  provided  with  such  funds  and  facilities  to  carry 
out  his  respon.siliilities  as  he  may  reasonably  require.  He  shall  have  the  right  to 
submit  budget  requests  for  funds,  positions,  and  other  assistance,  and  such  re- 
quests shall  receive  the  highest  priority. 

S.  Designation  and  responsibility 

The  personnel  acting  as  the  staff  an4  assistants  of  the  Special  Prosecutor  shall 
be  known  as  the  Watergate  Special  Pro.secution  Force  and  shall  be  responsible 
only  to  the  Special  Prosecutor. 

CON'TOUED   EESPOXSIBILITIES    OK    .VSSISTAST    ATTORST.T   CESER^L, 
CRIMINAl,   DIVISION 

Except  for  the  specific  investigative  ajid  prosecutorial  duties  assigne<l  to  the 
Sfiecial  Prosecutor,  the  Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Criminal 
Division  will  continue  to  exercise  all  of  the  duties  currently  assigned  to  him. 

APPLICABLE    DEPARTitENTAL   POLICIES 

Except  as  otherwise  herein  .specified  or  as  mutually  agreed  hetireen  the  Spe- 
cial Prosecutor  and  the  .-ittompu  Gcriernl.  the  Watergate  Specinl  Prosecntion 
Force  will  he  subject  to  the  administrative  regulations  "nd  policies  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice. 


(148) 


S.l     ELLIOT  RICHARDSON  STATEMENT,   MAY  21,    197 Z, 
■^^<^.   RICHARDSON  NOMINATION  HEARINGS  143-46 


146 


PIBI.IC   n.IPOHTS 


The  Si)ecial  I'losecutor  may  from  time  to  time  make  public  such  statements 
or  reports  as  lie  (Un-ms  appropriate  and  sliall  iiiiott  coni/ili  lion  of  his  assi^nieiit 
Siibinit  a  final  rrport  to  the  tiiiiiroprinte  penont  or  entities  of  the  C'omjre-ts. 


IIIRATIO.V  OF  Assrc.\.\rK\T 

The  Siiecial  I'rosecutor  will  carry  out  these  responsiliilities,  with  the  full  sup- 
port of  the  Deiiartment  of  Justice,  until  Miich  time  iih.  in  his  jiidpniciit.  he  has 
completed  them  or  until  a  date  mutually  agreed  n|njii  between  the  Attorney 
General  and  himself. 

The  CiiAinMAX.  Mr.  Cox.stftiicl  up.  please, sir. 

Do  you  soleinuly  swear  the  testinioiiy  you  arc  about  to  sive  is  the 
trutli,"the  whole  tnitli.  and  nothing  hut  tiie  truth,  so  lielj)  you  (tod  i 

Mr.  Cox.  I  do. 

'Die  Cn.vinMAX.  You  have  studied  tlie  guidelines '. 

TESTIMONY  OF  ARCHIBALD  COX,  SPECIAL  PROSECUTOR-DESIG- 
NATE AND  ELLIOT  L.  RICHARDSON,  NOMINEE  TO  BE  ATTORNEY 
GENERAL 

Mr.  Cox.  Yes.  I  liave,  ^Ir.  Chairman. 

The  Cn.AiRMAX.  Are  vou  satisfied  with  them  ? 

Mr.  Cox.  I  am.  I  discussed  tlieni  first  witii  Secretary  Richardson 
over  the  telephone  and  there  weie  a  numher  of  points — I  think  we 
talked  for  almost  2  hours — that  we  worked  out  together.  Then  I  saw 
them  in  the  New  York  Times  again  and  went  o\er  them,  and  of  course. 
I  have  seen  this  last  draft.  I  am  satisfied  that  th^y  gi\e  tlie  special 
pro.secutor  all  the  formhl  jiower  to  be  independent  that  anyone  could 
possibly  ask  for.  and  I  siiall  certainly  intend  to  be  independent  and  to 
take  full  responsibility  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 

The  CiFAinMAx.  Well,  I  think  that  is  very  fine. 

You  are  satisfied  tliat  you  and  .*^ecretary  IJichardson  can  work 
together? 

Mr.  Cox.  I  think  .so — oh,  I  am  sure.  Senator,  yes.  But  it  would  also 
be  my  duty  to  oreserve  my  indei)eiuleiH'e  of  jmlgment.  and  he  under- 
stands that.  We  ha\e  been  very  candid  wirii  cacli  other  ai)r)ut  that. 
I  do  not  imi)ly  any  lack  of  trust  in  saying  it  because  I  do  trust  him. 
But  at  the  same  time.  I  recognize  the  possibilitv  of  things  developing 
to  a  point  wiiere.  to  avoid  embarrassing  him.  I  woidd  have  to  go  my 
own  way — and  that  would  be  my  judgment. 

The  CiiAuarAx.  Now.  lawyers  can  always  jiick  at  something  ami  find 
.something  to  add.  but  you  are  satisfied  with  tliem  as  they  are '. 

Mr.  Cox.  I  am.  I  might  make  one  point  tliat  I  made  to  him.  and 
that  is  it  seems  to  me  the  only  authority  whicii  he  has  retained  is  to 
give  me  hell  if  F  do  not  do  the  jolt,  and  I  tliinli  he  ought  to  keep  tliat 
autliority. 

The  CiiATi!.\r AX.  Senator  Byrd  '. 

Senator  Bvi:i).  Thank  you.  Mi'.  Cluiirman. 

Mr.  Secretary.  I  lia\-e  not  had  the  o|)portunity  to  ask  you  any  (jnes- 
tions.  I  Iiad  the  oppoitunity  to  attend  one  he.uing.  l?nt  I  liave  followed 
the  transcript  as  carefully  as  I  possibly  could  and  I  want  to  congratu- 
late yon  on  tlie  jiatience  and  cooperation  that  yon  have  shown  through- 
out tlie  hearings  and  your  etforts  to  allay  every  doubt  and  every 
concern  ou  th(>  part  of  tlie  eontiuittee  members,  ^'oii  liave  met  with  lis 
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465.G:)0-465-875  MH?.  listed  In  paragraph 
(a I  or  this  section,  for  one-way,  non- 
voice  Ijioinedical  teli-nietry  operations  In 
liotyiuils.  or  In  medical  or  convalescent 
centers. 

[FR  Doc.73-10983  Filed  6-1-73:8:45  am] 

Title  28 — Judicial  Administration 
CHAPTER   I— DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

I  Order  No.  517-73) 

P/5RT  0 — ORGANIZATION   OF  THE 
DEPARTMENT   OF   JUSTICE 

Establishing  the  Office  of  V/atergate 

Special  Prosecution  Force 

B.v  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  mo 
by  23  U.S.C.  509.  510.  and  5  U.S.C.  301, 
I  here  is  hereby  established  in  the  De- 
partment ot  Justice,  the  Office  of  Water- 
gale  Special  Prasecution  Force,  to  be 
headed  by  a  Director.  Accordingly,  part 
0  of  chapter  I  of  title  23.  Code  of  Fed- 
eral Reaiilations,  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  0.1  of  subpart  A.  which  lists 
the  orgaiuzational  unjts  of  the  Depart- 
ment, is  amended  by  adding  "OfTice  of 
Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force" 
immediately  after  "Office  of  the  Pardon 
Attorney." 

2.  A  new  subpart  G-1  i.~  added  imme- 
diately after  subpart  G,  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart  G-1 — Office  of  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force 

§  0.37      General  functions. 

The  Office  of  V/aterg:".tc  Special  Prose- 
cution Force  shall  be  ur.der  the  direction 
of  a  Director  who  shall  be  the  Special 
Prosecutor  appointed  by  the  Attorney 
Geiicrul.  The  duties  and  responsibilities 
of  the  Special  Prosecutor  are  set  forth 
in  tlie  attached  appendix  which  is  in- 
corporated and  made  a  part  hereof. 

Tills  order  Is  effective  as  of  May  25, 
1U73. 

Dated  May  31,  1973. 

Elliot  L.  Bichakdson, 

Attorney  General. 


DUTIES  AND  r.ESPONSIDILITES  OF  THE 
SPECIAL  PROSECUTOR 

The  Special  Prosecutor. — There  Is  ap- 
pointed by  the  Attorney  General,  within  the 
Department  of  Justice,  a  Special  Prosecutor 
to  whom  the  Attorney  General  shall  de!eg:ite 
the  authorities  and  provide  the  stafl  and 
other  resources  described  helow. 

The  SpecLal  Prosecutor  shall  have  full 
authority  for  Investigating  and  prosecuting 
ortenses  against  the  United  States  arising  out 
of  the  unauthorized  entry  In  Democratic 
National  Committee  headquarters  at  the 
^^■ate^gate.  all  offenses  arising  out  of  the  1972 
Presidential  election  for  which  the  Special 
Prosecutor  deems  it  necessary  and  appropri- 
ate to  assume  responsibility,  allegations  in- 
volving the  President,  members  of  the  White 
House  stafT,  or  Presidenlial  appointees,  and 
any  other  matters  whlcli  he  conscnt.s  to  have 
assigned  to  him  by  the  Attorney  General. 

In  particular,  the  Special  Prosecutor  shall 
have  full  authority  with  respect  to  the  above 
matters  for: 


ConductiU|<  pr'jcecdlngs  before  L:r;\nd  Juries 
and  any  other  inve'^flgatlons  he  deems  neces- 
sary: 

Itcviewlng  all  documentary  e^  If^-^ncc  avail- 
able from  any  source,  as  to  which  ho  shall 
have  full  .access: 

Dcterrr.iniiv'  v.  I-.ether  or  not  to  contest  the 
a.'^sertlon  of  "Executive  privilege"  or  any 
other  testimonial  privilege: 

DetennUihi^;  whether  or  not  application 
should  be  made  to  any  Federal  curt  for  a 
gr.^nt  of  Imn^nnity  to  any  wlt.ner.s,  consis- 
tently with  applicable  siatutory  rcqiiire- 
ir.cnt.-'.  t»r  for  warrants,  subpenas,  or  other 
court  orders: 

Dec'dlr.^  whether  or  not  to  prosecute  any 
Individual,  firm,  corporation,  or  group  of  in- 
dividuals: 

Initiating  and  conducting  prosecutions, 
framing  Indlclnuuts.  flhni;  informations, 
and  handlirj  all  ?.spect3  of  any  cases  within 
his  Jurtfllctlon  (whether  initiated  before 
or  after  his  tvssumptio.'-.  of  duties),  including 
any  appeals: 

Coordinating  and  directing  the  activities 
of  all  Department  of  Justice  personnel,  in- 
cluding U  S.  attorneys: 

Dealing  with  and  appearing  before  con- 
gressional c.:rjnittees  having  Jurisdiction 
over  any  aspert  of  the  above  matters  and 
determining  what  dccuments,  information, 
and  assistance  shall  be  provided  to  such 
committees. 

In  e.xerclsLng  this  authority,  the  Special 
Prosecutor  will  have  the  greatest  degree  of 
Independence  th?t  is  conslst-.nt  with  the  At- 
torney Gener,ar.5  statutoiy  accountability  for 
all  m-tt-rs  falling  within  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Depaitment  ot  Justice.  Tl-.e  Attorney 
General  will  not  countermand  or  Interfere 
with  the  Sfiecial  Prosecutor's  dec:sions  or 
actions.  The  Special  Prosecutor  will  deter- 
mine whether  and  to  what  e.Ktent  he  will 
mtorni  cr  conduit  with  tn.;  Attorney  Gen- 
.iil  ..u..r;  Mu  c'.-iuct  if  M-  '.I'jtles  and 
responsUnlltles.  Tlie  Special  Prosecutor  will 
not  be  removed  from  his  duties  except  for 
cxtraordbia;7  Improprieties  on  his  part. 

Stojf  and  resource  support. — 1.  Selection  of 
stajf. — The  Special  Prosecutor  shall  have 
full  authority  to  organise,  select,  and  hire 
his  own  staff  of  attorneys.  Investigators,  and 
supporting  personnel,  on  a  full-  or  part-time 
basis.  In  such  numbers  and  with  such  quali- 
fications as  ho  may  reasonably  require.  He 
may  request  the  Assistant  Attorneys  Gen- 
eral and  other  officers  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  assign  such  personnel  and  to  pro- 
vide such  other  assistance  as  he  may  reason- 
ably require.  All  personnel  In  the  Department 
of  Justice.  Including  U.S.  attorneys,  shall 
cooperate  to  tho  fullest  extent  possible  wlti 
the  Special  JFTosecutor. 

2.  Budget. — The  Special  Prosecutor  will  be 
provided  with  such  funds  and  f.-'cilitlcs  to 
carry  out  his  responsibilities  as  be  may  rea- 
sonably require.  He  shall  have  the  right  to 
submit  budget  reqr^ests  for  funds,  positions, 
and  other  assistance,  and  such  requests  shall 
receive  tho  highest  priority. 

3.  Designation  and  responsibility. — The 
personnel  acting  as  the  staff  and  assistants 
of  tho  Special  Prosecutor  shrill  be  known 
as  the  Watergate  Special  Frosecution  Force 
and  shall  be  responsible  only  to  the  Special 
Prosecutor. 

Ccyjitiniicd  responsibilities  of  Assistant  At' 
torney  General.  Criminal  Division. — Except 
for  the  specific  Investigative  and  prosecu- 
torial duties  assigned  to  the  Special  Prose- 
cutor, the  Assistant  Attorney  General  in 
chartje  of  the  Criminal  Division  will  con- 
tinue to  exercise  all  of  the  duties  currently 
assigned  to  him. 

Applicable  departmental  policies. — Kxcept 
OS  otherwise  herein  specified  or  as  mutually 


agreed  between  the  .Snerlnl  Pro.^eeutrtr  ;. 
the  .'Vttorney  General,  ll^e  Witter;;ate  .V|,(., 
Prosecution  Force  will  be  subjoev  to  the  n 
mlnls'iiisive  rejuiliitu  i.^  .\nd  policies  of  : 
Dfinivrtnient  of  Juslit  e. 

I'ubli.7  reports. — '11:.*  ij'pccial  i'.o..ii 
may  from  time  to  tluic  nia'rce  puMic  .-v. 
stntemetits  or  reports  as  lie  dcemt  *?.... 
prlale  and  shall  upon  coninletl-'»n  o'f'i 
as.",i!,'nine'it  submit  a  fin..;  le.ior'^  lo  tin*  .. 
propriate  persc'us  or  entit-es  of  the  Con-r,. 

Dnr.ition  nf  ii.ssigm>ieit:. — liie  .sp^., 
Prosecutor  will  carry  out  tlic.'.c  respoiifil.; 
t'es.  with  the  full  supnr)rt  of  the  Departiin 
of  Justice,  until  such  tune  as.  In  his  Ji;.; 
men',  he  has  completed  them  or  unl' 
date  mutually  ai^reed  upon  between  tlic  . 
torney  General  and  himself. 

|FR  Doc.73-11210  Filed  6-1- 

Titlc  45 — Public  S'/elfare 
CHAPTER  X — OFFlCr;  OF  ECONO.MIC 

oppOinuriirY 

PART  lOGl — CHAR.',CT£R  AND  SCOPF  0? 
SPCCIFIC  COMMUr.'ITY  ACTION  PRO- 
GRAMS 

Subpart — Economic  Development 
Clinpter  X.  part  lOtU  of  title  45  of  tlic 
Code  ot  Federal  Resuiutions  is  amendcrt 
by  adding  six  new  sections.  The  sections 
establish  uniform  Oiiice  of  Legal  Servicc.-i 
policy  governing  the  types  and  limiis 
of  legal  assistance  that  can  be  providr.l 
by  IjCgal  Services  attomey.s  to  groMp.i 
whose  purpose  Is  self-help  in  the  eco- 
nomic spiiere.  The  sections  are  as 
follows : 

.Sec. 

1061.0-1  Applicability. 

1061.9-2  Kef^renoos. 

lO'il  9   ?  Pu»-T?os.». 

106".. 9— t  Detinltlons. 

ICGl  9-5  Policy. 

AtJTHOsrrT. — Sees.  ?'.!'.!.  602,  70  .Stat  5Ca.  81 
Stat.  098:  42  U.S.C.  2809.  2942. 

§  1061.9-1      Applicability. 

All  programs  affording  legal  assistance 
which  are  funded  under  title  II  of  ttic 
Economic  Opportunity  Act.  as  aniendod, 
if  the  assistance  Is  administered  by  OEO. 

§  1061.9-2      Refercnres. 

Economic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964.  a.« 
amended,  section  222'a)<3);  OEO  In- 
struction 6140-02  (Guidelines  for  Legal 
Services  Programs!,  6140-3  (Group  Rep- 
resentation), G140-5  (Goals  of  the  Legal 
Services  Program*,  and  6G03-5  (Use  o! 
Federal  Pimds  for  Union  Activities)  ar.J 
the  "Law  Oince  Ad!riin;^trativc  Manunl" 
of  tiie  OfTire  of  Legal  Serv'ccs,  publi.-lit'J 
by  the  National  Clearinghouse  tor  I.eG.il 
Services. 

§  lOfil.9-3      Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  subpart  is  to  out- 
line the  conditions  under  which  Lci..J 
Services  projects  may  furnislj  assistance 
to  individuals  or  to  groups  engaged  in 
economic  development.  Those  portions  of 
the  O.Tice  of  Legal  Services  "Law  Ol!ir<^ 
Administration  Manual"  (sec.  5201  C 
and  D)  which  relate  to  economic  develuli- 
ment  are  hereby  rescinded,  as  are  :'!• 
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6.      On  May  22,  1973  the  President  issued  a  statement  noting 
Richardson's  selection  of  Archibald  Cox  and  stating  that  Richardson 
had  the  President's  full  support  In  his  determination  to  see  the 
truth  brought  out.  The  President  aldo  stated  that  executive  privilege 
would  not  be  invoked  as  to  any  testimony  concerning  possible  criminal 
conduct  or  discussions  of  possible  criminal  conduct  in  the  matters 
then  under  investigation,  including  the  Watergate  affair  and  the  al- 
leged cover-up.  On  May  23,  1973  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  voted 
to  report  favorably  on  Richardson's  nomination  and  on  the  same  day 
Richardson  was  confirmed  by  the  Senate.  Richardson  was  sworn  in  as 
Attorney  General  on  May  25,  1973.  At  the  time  of  the  swearing  in, 
the  President  had  a  conversation  with  Richardson  about  the  President's 
statement  of  May  22,  1973.  According  to  Richardson,  the  President 
told  him  that  the  waiver  of  executive  privilege  as  to  testimony  referred 
to  in  that' statement  did  not  mean  that  there  would  be  any  such  waiver 
of  executive  privilege  as  to  documents. 
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Kunzig,  who  is  now  an  nssoclatc  judge  of  tlic  U.S.  Court 
of  Claims. 

Mr.  Sampion  hai  been  Acting  Administrator  of  Gen- 
eral Services  since  June  2,  1972.  He  joined  the  General 
Services  Administration  in  1959  ;is  Commissioner  of  the 
Federal  Supply  Service.  From  1970  to  1972  he  was  Com- 
missioner of  the  Public  Buildings  Service  in  GSA  and  the 
first  Deputy  Administrator  of  GS.\  for  Specbl  Projects. 

He  came  to  the  General  Services  Administration  after 
6  years  in  Pennsylvania  State  government,  where  he  was 
secretary  of  administration  and  budget  secretary  under 
Gov.  Raymond  P.  Shafer,  and  deputy  secretary  for  pro- 
curement, department  of  property  and  supplies,  under 
Gov.  ^ViHiam  W.  Scranton.  Prior  to  entering  government 
service,  he  was  employed  by  the  General  Electric  Co.  for 
12  years. 

Mr.  Sampson  was  bom  on  October  8,  1926,  in  Warren, 
R.I.  He  received  his  B.S.  degree  in  business  adminis- 
tration from  the  University  of  Rhode  Island  in  1951  and 
has  done  graduate  work  at  the  George  Washington 
University. 

Active  in  several  professional  organizations,  Mr.  Samp- 
son was  presented  the  S)Ticrgy  HI  Award  for  outstanding 
contributions  toward  the  advancement  of  architecture  by 
the  Society  of  American  Registered  Architects  in  1972. 
In  1973  he  was  selected  as  one  of  the  Top  Ten  Public 
Works  Men  of  the  Year,  and  he  was  named  an  honorary 
mcmbcir  of  the  American  Institute  of  .'\rchitects. 

He  and  his  wife,  Blanche,  have  four  children  and  reside 
in  \Vashington,  D.C. 

note;  For  the  President's  slatfmtnt  upon  announcing  hij  intention 
to  nominate  Mr.  Sampsoji,  see  the  preceding  item. 


The  Watergate  Investigation 

Stalements  by  the  Prendent.     May  22,  1973 

Recent  news  accounts  growing  out  of  testimony  in  tlie 
Watergate  investigations  have  given  grossly  misleaclmg 
impressions  of  many  of  the  facts,  as  tliey  relate  both  to  my 
own  role  and  to  certain  unrelated  activities  involving  na- 
tional security. 

Already,  on  the  h.tsis  of  second-  and  third-hand  hearsay 
testimony  by  persons  either  convicted  or  thcm'ielves  under 
investigation  in  the  case,  I  have  found  mj-sclf  accused  of 
involvement  in  activities  I  never  heard  of  until  I  read 
about  them  in  news  accounts. 

Tlicsc  impressions  covild  aUo  lead  to  a  serious  misvmder- 
standing  of  those  national  security  activities  which,  though 
totally  unrelatod  to  Watrrgato,  have  become  entangled  in 
liic  case.  Tliey  could  lead  to  further  compromise  of  .-iciLsi- 
tive  national  security  infonnation. 


I  v/iJI  not  abandon  my  responsibilities.  I  will  contLnuc 
to  do  the  job  I  was  elected  to  do. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  set  forth  the 
facts  as  I  know  them  as  they  relate  to  my  own  role. 

With  regard  to  the  speciTic  allegations  that  have  been 
made,  I  can  and  do  state  categorically: 

1.  i  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate 
operation. 

2.  I  took  no  part  in,  nor  was  I  aware  of,  any  subsequent 
efforts  that  may  have  been  made  to  cover  up 
\Vatergate. 

3.  At  no  time  did  I  authorize  any  ofier  of  executive 
clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants,  nor  did  I 
know  of  any  such  ofler. 

4.  I  did  not  know,  until  the  time  of  my  own  investiga- 
tion, of  any  effort  to  provide  the  \Vatergatc  defend- 
ants with  funds. 

5.  At  no  time  did  I  attempt,  or  did  I  authorize  other; 
to  attempt,  to  implicate  the  CIA  Ln  the  ^Vatergate 
matter. 

6.  It  was  not  until  the  time  of  my  own  investigatio::! 
that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  at  the  office  of  Mr. 
EUsberg's  psychiatrist,  and  I  specifically  authorizec 
the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge  C)Tne 

7.  I  neither  authoiized  nor  encouraged  subordi.nates  tc 
engage  in  illegal  or  improper  campaign  tactics. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  sought  to  pro 
vide  the  background  that  may  place  recent  allegations  i: 
perspective.  I  have  specifically  stated  that  executiv 
privilege  will  not  be  invoked  as  to  any  testimony  concern 
ing  possible  criminal  conduct  or  discussions  of  possibi 
criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters  under  investigation. 
want  the  public  to  learn  the  truth  about  Watergate  ane 
those  guilty  of  any  illegal  actions  brought  to  justice. 


Allegations  surroimding  the  Watergate  afiair  have  S 
escalated  that  I  feel  a  further  statement  from  the  Prcsider 
is  required  at  this  time. 

A  climate  of  setisalionalLsm  has  developed  in  whic 
even  second-  or  tiiird-hand  hearsay  charges  arc  hcadllr.e 
as  fact  and  repeated  as  fact. 

Important  national  security  operations  which  therr 
selves  had  no  connection  with  \Vatergate  have  becon- 
entangled  in  the  case. 

As  a  result,  some  national  security  information  h: 
already  been  made  public  through  court  orders,  throu? 
the  subpoenaing  of  documents,  and  thro;igh  testimor 
witnesses  have  given  in  ji;dici.^l  and  Congression.al  pr- 
cceduigs.  Other  sensitive  documents  arc  now  thpc.^;cnc 
with  disclo.'urc.  Continued  silence  about  tiiose  ooenvtioi 
would  compromise  rather  than  protect  them,  and  wou 
also  serve  to  pi-rpctu.tlc  a  gro.i.'ily  distorted  \iew — wli-c 
recent  partial  <ii.sclosu.-es  have  given — of  titc  iiaturc  i-s 
pmposc  of  those  operations. 
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v.irctap:;,  •■.'.'.:■::•  I  felt  w;Ti;  p.t-ccvi.ir/  from  a  i.raioji.il  s^-ci;- 
rity  standpoint  and,  in  the  climnte  then  prevailing,  ulso 
nccessrip/  from  a  domestic  security  standpoint. 

(3)  People  who  had  been  Involved  in  the  nation.i! 
srrtirity  opt-rp.tions  later,  witl-.oiit  my  kn.n.lcdgc  or  ap- 
proval, imdertooic  illegal  activities  in  the  political  canv 
pai<rn  of  1972. 

(4)  Elements  of  the  early  post-'Watergate  report-s  led 
me  to  suspect,  incorrectly,  that  tiie  CIA  had  been  in  some 
^■/ay  invol'.ed.  They  also  led  me  to  surmise,  correctly,  that 
since  persons  oritjinally  recruited  for  covert  national  secu- 
rity activities  had  participated  in  Watergate,  an  unre- 
stricted investigation  of  'Watergate  might  lead  to  and 
expose  those  covert  national  security  operations. 

(5)  I  sought  to  prevent  the  exposure  of  these  covert 
national  security  activities,  while  encouraging  those  con- 
ducting the  investigation  to  pui-sue  their  inquiry  into  the 
Watergate  itself.  I  so  instructed  my  staff,  the  Attorr.ey 
General,  and  the  Acting  Director  of  the  FBI. 

(6)  I  also  specL'ically  instructed  Mr.  Haldeman  and 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  to  ensure  that  the  FBI  would  not  carry 
its  investigation  into  areas  that  might  compromise  these 
covert  national  security  activities,  or  those  of  the  CIA. 

(7)  At  no  time  did  I  authorize  or  know  about  any 
offer  of  e.xecut;vc  clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants. 
Neither  did  I  know  until  the  time  of  my  oivn  investiga- 
tion of  any  efforts  to  provide  them  with  funds. 

CONCLUSIO.V 

\Vith  hindsight,  it  is  apparent  that  I  should  have  given 
more  heed  to  the  warning  signals  I  received  along  the 
way  about  a  Watergate  cover-up  and  less  to  the 
reassurances. 

With  hindsight,  several  other  things  also  become  clear: 

— With  respect  to  campaign  practices,  and  also  with 
respect  to  campaign  finances,  it  should  now  be  obvious 
that  no  campaign  in  history  has  ever  been  subjected  to 
the  kind  of  intensive  and  searching  inquiry  that  has  been 
focused  on  the  campaign  waged  in  my  behalf  in  1972. 

It  is  clear  that  unethical,  as  well  as  illegal,  activities 
took  place  in  the  course  of  that  campaign. 

None  of  these  took  place  with  my  specific  approval  or 
knowledge.  To  the  extent  that  I  may  in  any  way  have 
contributed  to  the  climate  in  which  they  took  place,  I  did 
not  intend  to;  to  the  extent  that  I  failed  to  prevent  them, 
I  should  have  been  more  vigilant. 

It  was  to  help  ensure  against  any  repetition  of  this  in 
the"  future  that  last  week  I  proposed  the  establishment  of 
a  too-level,  bipartisan,  independent  commission  to  rec- 
omm'-nd  a  cnmp.-chcnsive  reform  of  campaign  laws  and 
practices.  Given  the  priority  I  believe  it  desen'es,  such 
reform  should  he  possible  before  the  next  Congr.-is:onaI 
cl.vrtio!'.,  in  IST-i. 

— It  no\/  appears  that  there  were  pcrions  who  may 
h:r.o  ,?one  beyond  rny  directives,  and  sought  to  expand  on 
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my  ctTorts  to  protect  the  national  security  operations  '■ 
order  to  cover  up  any  involvement  they  or  certain  oth> 
might  have  had  in  Watergate.  Tlic  extent  to  which  thij  is 
true,  and  vhn  may  have  pHrticioated  and  to  what  degree, 
are  Ciiicstiu!.s  that  it  wor.ld  not  be  proper  to  address  here. 
Tlie  proper  forum  for  settling  these  matters  is  in  the 
courts. 

— To  the  extent  that  I  have  been  able  to  determine  what 
proh.iMv  happened  in  the  tangled  course  of  this  affair,  on 
the  basis  of  my  own  recollection^  and  of  the  conflicting 
accounts  and  evidence  that  I  have  seen,  it  would  appear 
that  one  factor  at  work  was  that  at  critical  points  various 
people,  each  with  his  own  perspective  and  his  own  respon- 
sibilities, saw  the  same  situation  with  different  eyes  and 
heard  the  same  words  with  different  ears.  What  might 
have  seemed  insignificant  to  one  seemed  significant  to 
another;  what  one  saw  in  terms  of  public  responsibility, 
another  saw  in  terms  of  political  opportunity;  and  mixed 
through  it  all,  I  am  sure,  was  a  concern  on  the  part  of 
many  that  the  Watergate  scandal  should  not  be  allowed  to 
get  in  the  way  of  what  the  Administration  sought  to 
achieve. 

The  tnith  about  Watergate  should  be  brought  out — in 
an  orderly  way,  recognizing  that  the  safeguards  of  judicial 
procedure  are  designed  to  find  the  truth,  not  to  hide  the 
truth. 

With  his  selection  of  Archibald  Cox — who  served  both 
President  Kennedy  and  President  Johnson  as  Solicitor 
General— a.s  the  special  .supervisory  prosecutor  for  matters 
related  to  the  case,  Attorney  General-designate  P-irhard- 
son  has  demonstrated  his  own  determination  to  see  the 
truth  brought  out.  In  this  effort  he  has  my  full  support. 

Considering  the  number  of  persons  involved  in  this  case 
whose  testimony  might  be  subject  to  a  claim  of  executive 
privilege,  I  recognize  that  a  clear  definition  of  that  claim 
has  become  central  to  the  effort  to  anive  at  the  truth. 

Accordingly,  executive  privilege  will  not  be  invoked  as 
to  any  testimony  concerning  possible  criminal  conduct  or 
discussions  of  possible  criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters 
presendy  under  investigation,  including  the  Watergate  af- 
fair and  the  alleged  cover-up.  ^^^ 

I  want  to  emphasize  that  this  statement  is  limited  to 
my  own  recollections  of  what  I  said  and  did  relating  to 
security  and  to  the  AV'atergate.  I  have  specifically  avoided 
any  attempt  to  explain  what  other  parties  may  have  said 
and  done.  My  own  information  on  those  other  matters  is 
fragmentary,  and  to  some  extent  contradictory.  Additional 
information  may  be  forthcoming  of  v.  hich  I  am  unaware. 
It  is  also  my  understanding  that  the  information  which 
has  been  conveyed  to  me  has  also  become  available  to 
those  prosecuting  thes'.-  matters.  Und-:T  such  ciro>:m- 
st:iiiccs,  it  would  be  prejudiria!  and  unfair  of  me  to  render 
mv  opinions  o.n  the  activities  of  others;  those  judgments 
must  be  loft  to  the  judicial  process,  our  best  h.ojje  for 
achieving  the  ju.'t  rcs'ilt  that  we  all  seek. 
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RECESS  TO  2:30  P.M. 


Mr.  ORIFFIN.  Mr.  President,  with  the 
authority  of  the  distinguished  majority 
leader,  I  move  that  the  Senate  stand  In 
recess  until  2:30  p.m.  today. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and,  at 
2:03  p.m.,  the  Senate  took  a  recess  untU 
2:30  p.m.:  whereupon,  the  Senate  re- 
assembled when  called  to  order  by  the 
presiding  ofBcer  ( Mr.  McClure  > . 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  Is  recog- 
nized. 

(The  remarks  Senator  Johnston  made 
at  this  point  on  the  Introduction  of  8. 
1889,  dealing  with  natural  disasters,  are 
printed  in  the  Record  under  Statements 
on  Introduced  Bills  and  Joint  Resolu- 
tions. ) 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  Mr.  Berry,  one  of  Its  read- 
ing clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
of  Representatives  having  proceeded  to 
reconsider  the  bill  'S.  518)  entitled  "An 
Act  to  abolish  the  offices  of  Director  and 
Deputy  Director  of  the  Office  of  Man- 
agement and  Budget,  to  establish  the 
Office  of  Director,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  and  transfer  certain  func- 
tions thereto,  and  to  establish  the  Office 
of  Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Manage- 
ment and  Budget,"  returned  by  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  with  his  ob- 
jections, to  the  Senate,  In  which  it  orig- 
inated, it  was 

Resolved.  That  the  said  bill  do  not 
pass,  two-thirds  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives not  agreeing  to  pass, the  same. 


CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  and  it 
will  be  a  live  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  second  assistant  legislative  clerk 
called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 

(No.  162  Leg.] 

Allen  Javlto  Nunn 

Bartlett  JohnsU)n  Scott,  Pa. 

Bayh  Kennedy  Scott,  Va. 

Burdlck  Mansfield  Taft 

Byrd.  Robert  C.  Mathlaa  Thurmond 

Curtis  McClure  Young 

Orlffln  Mclntyre 

Hruska  Metcalf 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
McClure  1 .  A  quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  be  di- 
rected to  request  the  presence  of  absent 
Senators. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Montana. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Sergeant  at  Arms  will  execute  the  order 
of  the  Senate. 

After  some  delay,  the  following  Sena- 
tors entered  the  Chamber  and  answered 
t<>  their  names : 

Baker  Fulbrlght  Montoya 

Beall  Ooldwator  Mosa 

Bellmon  Gravel  Muakle 

Bennett  Gumey  Nelson 

Bentseo  Hansen  Paatore 

Bible  Hart  Pearson 

BIden  Hartke  Pell 

Brock  Haakell  Percy 

Buckley  Hatfield  Proxmlre 

Byrd,  Hathaway  Randolph 

Harry  P.,  Jr.     Helms  Rlblcoff 

Cannon  HolUngs  Roth 

Case  Huddleston  Schwelker 

Chiles  Hughes  Stafford 

Cook  Humphrey  Stevens 

Cotton  Inouye  Stevenson 

Cranston  Jackson  Symington 

Dole  Long  Talmadge 

Domenlcl  Magnuson  Tower 

Eagleton  McClellan  Tunney 

Eastland  Mondale  Welcker 
Ervln 

Mr.  ROBERT  C.  BYRD.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
(Mri  Aboubezk)  ,  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
(Mr.  Church),  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
(Mr.  Clark)  ,  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
(Mr.  McGee),  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  (Mr.  McGovern),  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  (Mr.  Sparkman)  are 
necessarily  absent. 

I  further  announce-  that  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Williams)  is  ab- 
sent on  ofBclnl  business. 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  (Mr.  Stennis)  is  absent  be- 
cause of  illness. 

Mr.  GRIFFIN.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  (Mr.  Fannin)  and 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Saxbe)  are 
absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr. 
Aiken),  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
(Mr.  Brooke),  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado (Mr.  DoMiNicK),  the  Senator  from 
Hawaii  (Mr.  FoNO),  and  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  (Mr.  Packwood)  are  neces- 
sarily absent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quorum 
is  present. 


I      M 

I  unai 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

r.  MANSFIEliD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  go 
into  executive  session  to  consider  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Elliot  L.  Richardson 
to  be  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  which  Is  now  at  the  desk,  having 
been  reported  by  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  earlier  in  the  day. 
"The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  Is  so  ordered.  The  clerk  will 
state  the  nomination. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

The  second  assistant  legislative  clerk 
read  the  nomination  of  Elliot  L.  Rich- 
ardson, of  Massachusetts,  to  be  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.,  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  on  the 
nomination  occur  not  later  than  4  o'clocic 
this  afternoon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


Mr.  MANSFIELD.  And  that  the  time 
between  now  and  4  p.m.  be  equally 
divided  between  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  (Mr.  Eastland)-,  and  the  dls,- 
tingulshed  ranking  Republican  member 
of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  (Mr.  Hruska)  . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  If  no  one  wishes  to 
speak,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roU. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  or(ler  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  ROBERT  C.  BYRD.  Mr.  t-iesl- 
dent.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Richardson. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  could 
the  Joint  leadership  have  an  idea  as  to 
those  Senators  who  wish  to  speak  on  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Richardson? 

Mr.  SCOTT  of  Pennsylvai-.ii.  Mr. 
President,  I  have  not  been  advised  of 
"enators  who  wish  to  speak  except  the 
ranking  Member  and  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  (Mr.  Mathias). 

Mi».  MANSFIELD.  How  much  time 
would  they  want? 

Mr.  SCOTT  of  Pennsylvania.  I  hope 
that  Senators  will  not  speak  long,  be- 
cause other  Senators  are  trying  to  make 
other  engagements. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD,  This  is  no  carrot, 
please  believe  me,  but  if  we  finish  this 
nomination  this  afternoon,  we  will  not 
meet  tomorrow  and  will  go  over  until 
Tuesday  next. 

Furthermore,  there  is  a  dinner  which 
some  of  us  want  to  attend  tonight  which 
is  of  minor  significance  and  great  Im- 
portance. 

How  much  time  would  Senators  Hruska 
and  Mathias  want? 

Mr.  HRUSKA.  Five  minutes  for  me. 

Mr.  PERCY.  I  should  like  to  speak  for 
3  minutes. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  then 
30  minutes  to  be  equally  divided,  the 
time  to  be  unde^the  control  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  West  Virginia 
(Mr.  Robert  C.  Byrd)  the  assistant  ma- 
jority leader  and  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  (Mr.  Hruska),  the 
ranking  Republican  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  time  to  be — 30  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Who  yields  time? 

Mr.  ROBERT  C.  BYRD.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  have  order  In  the  Senate? 
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expect  a  most  thorough  and  unfettered     the  so-called  charter  that  would  go  from     he  would  honor  any  request  made  by 'the 


't      Of 


Investigation;  that  we  wUl  expect  of  him 
that  he  give  Professor  Cox  absolute,  full, 
and  complete  rein  and  back  up  Mr.  Cox. 
If  that  Is  needed. 

Mr.  President,  the  record  Is  as  clear  as 
I  can  make  It.  I  know  that  each  Senator 
win  vote  his  own  conscience.  I.  for  one, 
will  vote  for  confirmation  of  the  nomina- 
tion, albeit  somewhat  reluctantly  under 
the  circumstances.  For  the  reasons  I  have 
stated,  the  Senate  Is  left  with  little  choice 
but  to  confirm. 

Mr.  HRUSKA.  Mr.  President,  it  Is 
pleasing  and  good  news  that  the  decision 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  re- 
port favorably  the  nomination  for  At- 
torney General  was  unanimous.  It  was 
unanimous,  although  there  were  some 
reservations  on  the  part  of  some  of  the 
members,  and  some  of  the  reservations 
have  been  expressed  by  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia. 

Mr.  President,  the  record  of  the  nom- 
inee for  public  service  is  well  known,  and 
It  Is  highly  distinguished;  U.S.  district 
attorney  of  Massachusetts  from  1959  to 
1961,  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Massachu- 
setts from  1964  to  1967,  Attorney  General 
of  Massachusetts  from  1967  to  1969,  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  from  1969  to  1969. 
Mr.  Richardson  also  served  as  Secretary 
of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  until  February  of  this  year 
and  currently  is  serving  as  Secretary  of 
the  Department  of  Defense.  Now  he  is 
being  proffered  as  the  nominee  for  the 
post  of  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  Richardson  testified  for  a  number 
of  days.  In  my  judgment  he  answered 
questions  candidly,  fully,  and  patiently, 
at  times  with  considerable  restraint  be- 
cause of  the  many  occasions  when  repe- 
tition occurred,  repetition  which  I  did 
not  judge,  which  I  did  not  condemn.  I 
think  the  repetition,  In  many  Instances, 
was  justified  in  the  minds  of  the  ques- 
tioners on  the  basis  that  it  served  a  use- 
ful purpose.  Nevertheless  it  was  a  little 
trying  on  anyone  not  possessed  of  the  ca- 
pabllties  for  restraint  which  Mr.  Elliot 
Richardson  does  possess. 

One  of  the  distinguishing  features  of 
this  nomination  was  the  present  situa- 
tion which  falls  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  for  the  in- 
vestigation and  the  prosecution  of  the 
60-call«d  Watergate  case.  It  was  solved 
~ln  this  way.  The  President  of  the  United 
States  chargea  Mr.  Richardson  as  nom- 
inee and  said  he  would  charge  him  as 
■  Attorney  General,  if  confirmed,  with  full 
authority  in  the  premises,  and  that  this 
authority  would  include  the  decision  as 
to  whether  or  not  a  special  prosecutor 
for  Watergate  would  be  named  and  If  so, 
who  it  should  be. 

The  nominee  early  In  the  process  of 
nomination  announced  that  he  had  made 
his  decision  that  a  special  prosecutor 
would  be  named,  and  that  as  soon  as  he 
could  make  a  decision  as  to  who  It  would 
be  and  get  acceptance  of  the  offer  of 
that  position  he  would  Inform  the  com- 
mittee. This  he  did. 

He  also  cooperated  with  the  commit- 
tee to  the  full  extent  of  keeping  It  In- 
formed as  to  the  terms  and  content  of 


the  Attorney  General  to  the  special  pros- 
ecutor outlining  his  powers  jand  duties. 
That  was  done. 

In  the  person  of  Archibald  Cox  we  have 
a  man  who  was  at  one  time  Solicitor 
General  of  the  United  States.  It  Is  he 
who  had  great  responsibility  in  the  mat- 
ter of  appeals  prosecuted  on  behalf  of 
the  United  States.  Mr.  Cox  discharged  his 
duties  there  notably  and  very  thorough- 
ly. He  is  an  experienced  and  seasoned 
man  in  the  law;  and  he  is  learned  in  the 
law,  being  presently  a  faculty  member 
of  one  of  the  Nation's  leading  law 
schools.  He  is  held  in  high  esteem  and 
in  good  repute  personally  and-  profes- 
sionally. 

The  charter  which  issued  from  the 
Attorney  General  designate  and  nominee 
was  the  joint  product  eventually  not  only 
of  his  thinking  and  his  staff,  but  also 
Mr.  Cox,  and  also  with  great  influence 


special  prosecutor. 

The  charter  is  a  general  grant  of  au- 
thority to  proceed,  as  special  prosecutor, 
In  whatever  manner  he  desires. 

Mr.  Richardson  was  asked  about  the 
so-called  charter,  and  he  expressed  sat- 
isfaction with  it.  He  did  feel  that  the 
Attorney  General  should  reserve  unto 
himself  the  power  to  give  Cox  "hell"  If  r 
he  did  not  do  a  good  job.  The  Attorney 
General  is  entitled  to  have  that  power, 
and  preference.  ' 

There  are  many  other  functions,  of 
course,  that  the  Attorney  General  fulfills 
besides  those  established  by  the  charter 
creating  a  special  prosecutor. 

I  firmly  believe  that  with  his  rare, 
splendid  record  of  public  service,  the 
nominee  will  fulfil'  our  every  expectation 
for  a  splendid  administration  "and  will  be 
a  high-grade,  well -principled  Attorney 
General.  It  Is  for  these  reasons  that  I 


by   members  of  our  Committee  on  the    join  those  who  will  vote  favorably  on  his 
Judiciary.  fAr.  Richardson  was  highly  re-     nomination 


ceptive   to  them,  and   many  of  us  Im 
proved  the  document  greatly. 

It  is  because  of  this  situation  that 
time  becomes  of  the  essence.  The  clock 
is  ruiming.  whether  we  like  it  or  not. 
There  are  about  8  or  10  grand  jur- 
ies that  have  been  summoned  and  called 
into  session  to  consider  various  aspects 
of  the  so-called  Watergate  case.  There 
are  at  least  six  committees  In  the  House 
and  the  Senate  that  have  made  it  their 
business  to  inquire  Into  the  matter. 
There  have  been  a  number  of  Indict- 
ments returned;  there  have  been  a  num- 
ber of  requests  for  immunity  being  ex- 
tended to  certain  witnesses,  and  when 
some  of  these  steps  are  taken,  and  when 
they  are  concluded,  they  are  not  recall- 
able- 

The  longer  we  wait,  the  more  options 
w  ill"  be  denied  to  the  man  who  will  be  in 
complete  charge  of  the  investigation  and 
prosecution  of  the  so-called  Watergate 
cases. 

The  charter  that  has  been  worked  out 
presumes  that  the  Attorney  General  and 
Special  Prosecutor  will  attempt  to  work 
together,  even  though  there  are  certain 
statutory  limitations  that  cannot  be 
obviated.    ' 

The  only  means  by  which  these  limita- 
tions can  be  changed  are  by  further  con- 
gressional action.  That  would  be  time 
consuming,  to  say  the  least.  Let  me  ex- 
plain this  point  further. 

By  virtue  of  title  28  of  the  United 
States  Code,  the  Attorney  General  is  per- 
mitted to  delegate  his  authority,  but  he 
cannot  divest  himself  entirely  from  these 
powers.  The  Attorney  General  remams 
accountable  lor  all  matters  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Justice. 


Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  me  1  minute,  as  in  leg- 
islative session? 

Mr.  HRUSKA.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana. 


ADJOURNMENT   OF  THE   SENATE 
UNTIL  MAY   29.    1973 

.  Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  as  in 
legislative  session.  I  call  up  House  Con- 
current Resolution  221  and  ask  for  Its 
Immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair 
lays  before  the  Senate  a  message  from 
the  House  of  Representatives,  which  the 
clerk  will  read. 
The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 
Resolved  ty  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  cOTK^urring) .  Tbat  when  the 
Hou.<5e  adjoxirns  on  Thursday,  May  24,  1973, 
it  stand  euijourned  untU  12  o'clock  meridian, 
Tuesday,  May  29,  1973. 

Mr.  MANSFIEXJD.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  1.  line  3.  strike  out  "1973."  and 
Insert:  1973.  and  that  when  the  Senate  ad- 
Journa  on  Wednesday.  May  23,  1973,  It  stand 
adjourned  until  12  o'clock  meridian,  Tues- 
day. May  29.    1973. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  the 
calendar  is  almost  as  bare  as  Mother 
Hubbard's  cupboard.  We  are  keeping  our 
commitment  by  bringing  up  the  nomina- 
tion of  Mr.  Richardson  today.  I  urge  the 
Senate  to  approve  the  change  In  the  con- 
current resolution. 


»    .V.    ^       .  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ques- 

For  example,  in  conveymg  to  the  Court  y^j,  ^^  p„  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 
a   request  for   immunity  of   a  witness, 
whether  it  be  limited  or  whether  it  be 


general,  there  is  only  one  person  who  is 
qualified  by  law  to  present  such  a  request. 
That  person  is  the  Attorney  General  or 
the  Deputy  Attorney  General  or  an  As- 
sistant Attorney  General  designated  by 
the  Attorney  General.  That  is  as  far  as 
the  statute  goes. 

There  was  no  difficulty  In  this  regard 
with  Mr.  Richardson.  He  assured  us  that 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ques- 
tion now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  concur- 
rent resolution,  as  amended. 

The  concurrent  resolution,  as  amended, 
was  agreed  to. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 

Concurrent  resolution  providing  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress 
over  the  Memorial  Day  Holiday. 
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resources  that  he  will  reasonably  need  for  all 
his  activities.  Including  funds  with  which  to 
hire  nondepartmental  personnel.  I  will  as- 
sure, as  the  guidelines  make  clear,  that  the 
personnel  and  other  resources  of  the  Depart- 
ment will  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Special 
Prosecutor,  to  the  extent  he  may  reasonably 
require  them. 

4.  The  Special  Prosecutor,  not  the  Attorney 
General,  will  determine  what  documents  may 
be  relevant  to  hla  mission. 

5.  The  Special  Prosecutor  will  be  fully  free 
to  make  all  decisions  relating  to  his  dealings 
with  Congressional  Committees.  1  will  not 
control  the  Special  Prosecutor's  access  to  any 
committee. 

6.  Having  provided  the  Special  Prosecutor 
with  a  charter  which  assures  his  total  oper- 
ational Independence  from  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, together  with  the  resources  necessary 
to  carry  out  his  mission  effectively.  I  see  no 
need  to  "disqualify"  myself.  I  have  no  per- 
sonal stake  In  this  matter  other  than  to 
Bee  that  Justice  be  done  swiftly,  thoroughly 
and  fairly.  I  hope  that  the  selection  of  former 
Solicitor  General  Cox  for  the  position  of 
Special  Prosecutor  makes  my  determination 
In  this  regard  amply  clear. 

I  regard  the  questions  you  have  raised  as 
fair  and  responsible  and  I  have  tried  to 
answer  them  In  that  spirit.  I  trust  that  the 
Senate  and  the  Department  of  Justice  can 
and  will  cooperate  In  thl3  mission  of  enor- 
mous public  Importance.  I  will  certainly  do 
everything  In  my  power  to  see  that  this 
occurs. 

With  kindest  regards, 

Sincerely. 

^■^^^■^  Elliot  L.  Richardson. 

The  PRESroma  OFFICER.  All  time 
has  expired.  The  question  Is,  Will  the 
Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the  con- 
firmation of  this  nomination?  On  this 
question,  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  ROBERT  C.  BYRD.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
(Mr.  Abourezk)  ,  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
(Mr.  Church),  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
(Mr.  Clark)  ,  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
(Mr.  McGee),  the  Senator  from  South. 
Dakota  (Mr.  McGovern),  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  (Mr.  Sparkman)  are 
necessarily  absent. 

I  further  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Williams)  Is  ab- 
sent on  oEBclal  business. 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from' 
Mississippi  (Mr.  Stennis)  is  absent  be- 
cause of  illness. 

I  further  annoimce  that,  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Iowa  (Mr. 
Clark)  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  GRIFFIN.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  (Mr.  Fannin)  and 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Saxbe)  are 
absent  on  ofBclal  business. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr. 
Aiken)  ,  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
(Mr.  Brooke),  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado (Mr.  Dominick),  the  Senator  from 
Hawaii  (Mr.  Fonc),  and  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  (Mr.  Packwood)  are  neces- 
sarily absent. 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  (Mr.  Dominick),  and  the 
Senator  from  Hawaii  (Mr.  Fong)  would 
each  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  82, 
nays  3,  as  follows: 


Allen 

Ba&er 

Bartlett 

Bayh 

Beall 

Bellmon 

Bennett 

Bentsen 

Bible 

Brock 

Buckley 

Burdlck 

Byrd. 

Harry  P..  Jr. 
Byrd.  Robert  C. 
Cannon 
Case 
Chiles 
Cock 
Cotton 
Cranston 
Curtis 
Dole 

Domenlcl 
Eagleton 
Eaatland 
Ervln 
rulbrlght 


(No.  163  Ex. 
YEAS — 82 

Goldwater 

onffln 

Gimiey 

Hansen 

Hart 

HELTtke 

HaskeU 

Hatfield 

Hathaway 

Helms 

HoIIIngs 

Hruska 

Huddle&ton 

Humphrey 

Inouye 

Jackson 

Javlts 

Johnston 

Kennedy 

Long 

MagnusoD 

Mansfield 

Mathlas 

McClellan 

McClure 

Mclntyre 

Metcalf 

Mondale 

NATS— 3 
Gravel 


Montoya 

Moss 

Muskle 

Nelson 

Nunn 

Pastore 

Pearson 

Pell 

Percy 

Proxmlre 

Randolph 

Rlblcoff 

Roth 

Schwelker 

Scott.  Pa. 

Scott,  Va. 

Stafford 

Stevens 

Stevenson 

Symington 

Taft 

Talmadge 

Thurmond 

Tower 

Tunney 

'Welcker 

Young 


Hugbep 
NOT  VOTING — 15 


Abourezk 

Aiken 

Brooke 

Chxu-ch 

Clark 


Dominick 

Fannin 

Fong 

McGee 

McGovem 


Packwood 

Saxbe 

Sparkman 

Stennis 

WUllams 


So  the  nomination  was  confirmed. 

Mr.  SCOTT  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
President,  I  move  to  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  nomination  was  confirmed. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  move  to  lay  that 
motion  on  the  table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  SCOTT  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  President  be  Immediately  notified  of 
the  confirmation  of  this  nomination  and 
all  nominations  confirmed  today. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without] 
objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 


MESSAGE   FROM   THE   HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  Mr.  Berry,  one  of  its  read- 
ing clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  disagreed  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.R.  6370)  to  extend 
certain  laws  relating  to  the  payment  of 
interest  on  time  and  savings  deposits, 
to  prohibit  depository  Institutions  from 
permitting  negotiable  orders  of  with- 
drawal to  be  made  with  respect  to  any 
deposit  or  account  on  which  any  Interest 
or  dividend  Is  paid,  to  authorize  Federal 
savings,  and  loan  associations  and  na- 
tional banks  to  own  stock  in  and  Invest 
in  loans  to  certain  State  housing  corpo- 
rations, and  for  other  purposes;  agreed 
to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Patman,  Mr.  St 
Germain,  Mr.  ANNirNzio,  Mr.  Barrett, 
Mr.  Hanley,  Mr.  Brasco,  Mr.  Cotter,  Mr. 
Moakley,  Mr.  Ashley,  Mr.  Widnall,  Mr. 
Rousselot,  Mr.  Johnson  of  Pennsylva- 
nia, Mr.  Wylie,  Mr.  J.  William  Stanton, 
and  Mr.  Brown  of  Michigan  were  ap- 
pointed managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  at  the  conference. 


ified  of 
on  and  i 

/ithouti 


PROCLAMATION  DESIGNATING  THE 
FOURTH  SUNDAY  IN  SEPTEMBER 
OF  EACH  YEAR  AS  "NATIONAL 
NEXT   DOOR   NEIGHBOR   DAY" 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President, 
there  Is  a  joint  resolution  at  the  desk, 
which  I  understand  was  reported  unan- 
imously today  by  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  and  which  has  to  do  with 
the  designation  of  "National  Next  Door 
Neighbor  Day." 

This  is  a  brainchild  of  a  constituent 
of  mine.  It  Is  a  move  In  the  right  direc- 
tion, and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  this  resolution.  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 25,  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc- ' 
Clure).  The  resolution  will  be  stated. 

The  assistant  legislative  clerk  read  as 
follows ; 

S.J.  Res.  25,  to  authorize  and  request  ihe 
President  to  Issue  a  proclamation  designat- 
ing the  fourth  Sunday  In  September  of  each 
year  as  "National  Next  Door  Neighbor  Day."; 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  la 
September  1971,  I  received  correspond- 
ence from  a  constituent,  Mrs.  Becky 
Mattson  of  Lakeside,  Mont.,  suggesting 
establishment  of  a  "National  Next  Door 
Neighbor  Day."  This  Is  one  of  many  sug- 
gestions of  this  nature  which  a  Member 
of  Congress  receives  each  session,  but 
the  more  I  thought  about  It  the  better 
idea  I  thought  it  was,  especially  In  this 
time  of  turmoil  both  overseas  and  here 
at  home. 

In  June  of  last  year,  I  Introduced  a 
joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Presi- 
dent to  issue  a  pr(x;lamation  designating 
the  fourth  Sunday  In  September  of  each 
year  as  "National  Next  Door  Neighbor 
Day."  I  have  reintroduced  the  measure 
again  In  this  Congress  and  I  am  delighted 
to  report  that  the  Senate  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee today  reported  favorably  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  25,  without  amendment. 

It  Is  my  hope  that  this  joint  resolution 
will  receive  unanimous  support  and  that 
our  colleagues  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives win  give  similar  consideration 
In  the  near  future.  Through  the  efforts 
of  Mrs.  Mattson  this  Idea  has  generated 
considerable  enthusiasm  throughout  the 
Nation  and  was  supported  by  resolution 
In  the  Montana  State  Legislature.  Mrs. 
Becky  Mattson  recently  sent  me  a  copy 
of  'Vance  Packard's  "A  Nation  of  Stran- 
gers" which  deals  with  the  uprooting  and 
fragmentation  of  our  society.  We  are, 
rapidly  becoming  a  nation  of  strang- 
ers. When  America  was  first  colonized, - 
the  rootlessness  of  Americans  was  a' 
source  of  vitality  and  charm.  Our  Nation 
has  become  so  Involved  In  the  complexi- 
ties of  day-to-day  living  In  an  urban  so- 
ciety that  we  are  developing  a  cold  dis- 
trustful attitude.  We  are  among  the  most 
accomplished  nations  in  the  world,  but 
at  the  same  time  we  are  also  probably 
one  of  the  loneliest  nations.  I  think  it 
is  time  that  we  got  to  know  our  neighbors. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 


AFFIDAVIT  ^ 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA,  ss: 

ELLIOT  RICHARDSON,  being  duly  sworn,  in  response  to  specific  points 
of  interest  to  counsel  for  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  deposes 

and  says: 

1.  From  May  25,  1973  to  October  20,  1973  I  served  as  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States.  While  I  held  that  position  I  had  conversations 
with  the  President  and  others  relating  to  the  work  of  the  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force.  This  affidavit  contains  Information  relating  to  certain 
of  those  conversations  and  supplements  my  testimony  in  November,  1973  before 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee. 
I      2.  On  Jlay  25,  1973,  just  before  my  swearing  in  as  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States,  I  had  a  brief  conversation  with  the  President  in  the 
Oval  Office.  The  President  referred  to  his  statement  of  May  22,  1973  relating 
to  the  waiver  of  executive  privilege  as  to  testimony  concerning  Watergate, 
and  told  me  that  his  statement  did  not  mean  that  there  would  be  any  such 
waiver  of  executive  privilege  as  to  documents.  I  was  not  aware  until  then 
that  the  word  "testimony"  had  been  used  advisedly  in  the  President's  May  22nd 
I  statement.   I  did  not  say  anything  in  response  to  what  the  President  told  me. 
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3.  On  July  3,  1973  General  Haig,  the  President's  Chief  of  Staff, 
called  me  about  a  Los  Angeles  Times  story  that  Mr.  Cox  was  investigating 
expenditures  related  to  the  "Western  White  House"  at  San  Clemente.   I  called 
Mr.  Cox,  who  said  that  he  was  not  investigating  San  Clemente.  Mr.  Cox 
explained  that  he  had  asked  his  press  officer  to  assemble  press  clippings 

on  San  Clemente  after  Mr.  Cox  was  questioned  about  San  Clemente  at  a  press 
conference.  The  press  officer  requested  clippings  from  the  Los  Angeles  Times , 
which  had  carried  most  of  the  articles.   I  called  General  Haig  back  and  told 
him  this.  He  said  that  I  ought  to  get  a  statement  from  Mr.  Cox  saying  that 
Mr.  Cox  was  not  investigating  the  matter.   General  Haig  said  that  he  was 
not  sure  the  President  was  not  going  to  move  on  this  to  discharge  Mr.  Cox, 
and  that  it  could  not  be  a  matter  of  Cox's  charter  to  investigate  the  President 
of  the  United  States.   I  called  Mr,  Cox,  who  agreed  to  make  a  statement.   Some 
time  after  1:00  p.m.  1  called  back  General  Haig,  who  said  the  statement  was 
Inadequate.  At  this  point  the  President  broke  in  on  the  conversation.  The 
President  said  that  he  wanted  a  statement  by  Mr.  Cox  making  it  clear  that 
Mr.  Cox  was  not  investigating  San  Clemente,  and  he  wanted  It  by  two  o'clock. 

4.  On  July  23,  1973  General  Haig  called  and  told  me  that  the  "boss" 
was  very  "uptight"  about  Cox  and  complained  about  various  of  his  activities, 
including  letters  to  the  IRS  and  the  Secret  Service  from  the  Special 
Prosecutor's  office  seeking  information  on  guidelines  for  electronic 
surveillance.  General  Haig  told  me  that  "if  we  have  to  have  a  confrontation 
we  will  have  it."  General  Haig  said  that  the  President  wanted  "a  tight  line 
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drawn  with  no  further  mistakes,"  and  that  "If  Cox  does  not  agree,  we  will 
get  rid  of  Cox."  In  this  Instance  Mr.  Cox  agreed  that  the  requests  for 
Information  contained  in  the  letters  sent  by  his  office  to  Treasury 
Department  agencies  had  been  over-broadly  stated. 

5.  In  late  September  or  early  October  1973  I  met  with  the  President 
In  regard  to  the  Agnew  matter.  After  we  had  finished  our  discussion  about 
Mr.  Agnew,  and  as  we  were  walking  toward  the  door,  the  President  said  in 
substance,  "Now  that  we  have  disposed  of  that  matter,  we  can  go  ahead  and 
get  rid  of  Cox."  There  was  nothing  more  said. 


P- 


Elliot  Richardson 


DATED 


,<v:^\T,\'il^ 


Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this   /  '  day  of  June,  1974. 


Notary  Public 
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7.     On  May  30,  1973  Special  Prosecutor  Cox  requested  Special  Counsel 
to  the  President  J.  Fred  Buzhardt  to  be  sure  that  steps  had  been  taken 
to  ensure  that  nothing  was  put  into  or  taken  out  of  any  of  the  White 
House  files  affecting  the  Watergate  investigation  and  other  matters 
within  the  Special  Prosecutor's  jurisdiction.  Cox  stated  that  he  would 
also  like  to  know  what  security  measures  were  in  force  and  when  they  were 
put  into  effect  with  respect  to  such  files.  On  June  1,  1973  Buzhardt 
wrote  Cox  describing  security  measures  In  effect  with  respect  to  the 
files  and  stating  that  the  protection  and  disposition  of  Presidential 
papers  was  a  matter  for  decision  of  the  President. 


Page 

7.1  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 
May  30,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 162 

7.2  Letter  from  J^-  Fred  Buzhardt  to  Archibald  Cox, 
June  1,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) , . , .  163 
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7. 1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER.   MAY  30.    1973 
AC /lie 


Hay  30 »  1973 


Mr.  J.  Fred  Buzhardt 
Counoci  to  ti.3  President 
The  V/hite  House 
'wast- In/.: ton,  D.  C. 


/V/t" 


Dear  .Mr.  Euzr.Qvdt: 


I  am  v;rltin3  to  confirta  the  request  Just  Eade 

to  you  CD  the  tolephone  concerninr^  all  flics  U\   the  

.Vol its  House  afi'ecting  the  V.'aterg&te  invest Lpot ten  and  " 
other  matters  vlti^iin  ay  jurisdiction  as  set^i'ortn  in 
the  so-call  "guidelines"  (I  assune  you  have  a  copy). 

I  requested  you  to  be  sure  that  steps  had  been 
trten  to  ensji't:  t^lat  nothint;  was  put  into  or  caicen  out 
or  any  of  those  files,   i  would  also  like  to  knov/,  as 
I  told  you,  exactly  what  security  measures  ai"e  in  force. 

It  is  difficult  for  ae  to  be  nore  specific  about 
the  files  because  I  do  not  know  exactly  what  files 
exist.   I  do  hsve  in  mind.','all  the  files  of  Messrs. 
Ehrliclir.ani  Haldecan,  Dean,  Hunt,  Krogh  and  Young;  ell 
the  files  pertaining  to  Ellsberg  or  the  Pentagon  Papers 
Leak;  other  files  pertaining  to  the  "Plumbers  Operation", 
and  tapes  reaoved  from  the  FBI  to  the  Vfliite  House. J| 

I  appreciate  your  undertaking  to  see  that  all  such 
papers  are  secure  and  to  inf oro- ae  exactly  v;hat  security 
measures  tre  in  force.   Incidentally,  it  v/ould  be  helpful 
to  know  v.'hsn  these  security  measures  v;ere  put  into  effect. 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIE-ALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


ft^<r7'/- 


^. 


000927 


/j~7€iA^<f-'0-t>; 


I 
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7.2     J.   FRED  BUZHARDT_    LETTER.   JUNE  1,    1973 
THE  WHITE  HOUSE 

WASH  I NGTON 

June  1,    1973 


Dear  Mr.   Cox: 

This  is  in  response  to  your  telephonic  and  subsequent -written 
inquiry  of  May  30  regarding  security  measures  in  effect  with 
respect  to  certain  "VVTiite  House  files. 

I  am  informed  that  on  the  evening  of  April  30,  the  files  in  the 
offices  of  Messrs.   Haldeman,   Ehrlichman  and  Dean  were  placed 
xinder  the  protection  of  the  FBI.     On  May  1,   these  files,   still 
under  the  protection  of  the  FBI,  were  moved  from  the  several 
offices  and  placed  in  secure  areas,  w^here  they  remained  under 
the  FBI  security.     Responsibility  for  protection  of  these  files 
was  transferred  to  the  Secret  Service  on  ?wlay  7.     Subsequently, 
various  additional  files  from  the  offices  of  other  persons  have 
been  moved  to  the  secure  areas  and  placed  under  protection  of 
the  Secret  Service.     Prior  to  May  23,   copying  of  naaterials  froni 
these  files  was  permitted. 

The  FBI  logs  of  wiretaps  stored  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  files, 
which,  upon  discovery,  were  inventoried,   receipted  and  returned 
to  the  FBI  on  May  12.     These  files  cci:.ta.ined  no  tapes  of  inter- 
cepted conversations. 

Since  May  23,   access  to  the  files  iinder  pr^qtection  of  the  Secret 
Service  has  been  limited  to  the  individuals  from  whose  offices 
the  White  House  files  were  moved  to  storage.     Access  by  such 
individuals  is  limited  to  the  files  from  his  own  office,  and  must  be 
in  the  presence  of  a  Secret  Service  agent.     No  copying  or  note 
taking  is  permitted. 
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7.2     J.    FRED  BUZRARDT  LETTER,   JUNE  1,    1973 


The  foregoing  is  submitted  for  your  information.  The  handling, 
protection  and  disposition  of  Presidential  Papers  is,  of  course, 
a  matter  for  decision  of  the  President. 

Sincerely, 


</ J.   Fred  Buzhardt 

Special  Coxinsel  to  the  President 


Honorable  Archibald  Cox 
Special  Prosecutor 
Department  of  Justice 
Washington,   D.  C. 
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8.      On  June  A,  1973  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt  requesting  more  precise 
assurance  on  security  measures  with  respect  to  certain  White  House 
files  that  Cox  had  specified.  On  June  5,  1973  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt 
supplementing  the  list  of  files  and  stating  that  his  references 
to  "files"  Included  all  diaries  and  logs  of  telephone  calls. 
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8.1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER,    JUNE  4,    19??.  p^' 

June  U,  1573 


'.-.   J.  ?r=d  Suzhardt 
Coi.:n3el  to  the  President 
rhs  ivhita  3ou3« 
■.-.aaiiingtoa,  D.C. 

Zzsls-  Mr*  Buzhardts 

I  have  Tour  letter  of  June  1  concerning  security  neasures  with,  respect 
to  caz*taln  Vihite  House  files. 

lour  ansver  to  tsj  requests  seess  a  little  too  vague^  although  perhaps 
this  results  only  from  a  casual  difference  in  choice  of  uords.  In  an/ 
event,  ve  sust  pin  the  questions  down  nreich  more ;  precisely. 

I  -aTota  generally  of  all  files  regarding  natters  td-tbin  ay  Jurisdiction. 
I  also  wrote  specifically  concerning  - 

all  the  files  of  Messrs.  Ehrlichaan,  Haldeaan,  Dean>  Sunt, 
£rogh  arsd  Toung;  all  the  files  pertaining  to  SLlsberg  or 
the  Pentagon  Papers  Leak;  other  files  pertaining  to  the 
"Pluabers  Opera tion'-',  and  tapes  reiiioved  fron  the  FHT  to 
the  VTnite  House. 

You  nention  only  the  files  of  Messrs.  Haldeman,  Ehrlichsun  and  Dean  and 
"various  additional  files  froa  the  offices  of  other  persons."  The  aresponse 
giTS3  us  no  adequate  assttrance  about  the  files  'whose  protection  I  speci- 
fically requested. 

I  alao  expressed  specific  concern  that  steps  be  taken  to  "ensure  that 
r.othing  was  put  into  or  taken  out  of"  any  of  these  files.  Giving  an 
ir.cividiuC.  access  to  the  files  froa  his  oira  office  aeraly  "in  the  presenc© 
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P3g3  2 


oi*  5  aecrst  service  aganf  doas  not  ^li-iraatea  that  not.rrag  ba  takea 
cut  or  put  into  the  files,  or  in  an/  other  va^r  altered. 

?r-3ci3a  asauranca  on  tha  security  laeas-urss  I  requaated  is  in  tha  ia- 
ters3t  of  avsryane  concer:ied.  Accordingly  I  vish  that  you  tiould  lot 
•M  hear  frosa  you  aora  spacifically  aboua  thsse  exact  points - 

Latar  in  tha  week  I  '^"^T'  be  in  touch  yith  you  to  arraaga  Xor  etc 
accaas  to  tha  filaa. 

Sincerely, 


A?-CHI3iLD  COX 
Soscial  Prosecutor 
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8.2     ARCHIBALD  nnr  LETTER^   Jim  6,    2973 
AC/flc 


June  5,  1973 


Mr.  J.  Fred  Buzhardt 
Counsel  to  the  President 
The  White  House 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Buzhardt: 

I  am  writing  to  supplement  my  letters  of 
May  30  and  June  4,  1973>  concerning  the  security  of 
certain  White  House  files. 

May  I  add  to  the  files  previously  specifically 
Identified  —  those  of  John  N.  Mitchell,  Frederick.  C. 
LaRue,  G.  Gordon  Llddy,  Gordon  Strachan,  Charles  W. 
Colson,  and  Dwight  Chap  In. 

Of  course  the  word  "files"  Includes  all  diaries, 
logs  of  telephone  calls,  etc. 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIB^.LD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 
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9.     On  Jvine  A,  1973  the  President  listened  to  tapes  of  his  conver- 
sations with  John  Dean  in  the  months  of  February  and  >farch,  1973.  At 
various  times  during  the  day  the  President  spoke  with  Chief  of  Staff 
Alexander  Ualg  and  Press  Secretary  Ron  Ziegler  about  the  content  of  the 
tapes.  The  President  instructed  Bull  that  he  did  not  wish  to  hear  the 
March  21  tape  because  Haldeman  had  notes  on  it.  At  another  point  the 
President  said  that  he  did  not  need  the  March  21  and  April  15  tapes 
because  he  had  those.  After  listening  to  tapes,  the  President  telephoned 
Haldeman;  his  diary  indicates  that  he  spoke  to  Haldeman  from  10:05  to  10:20 
p.m.  and  from  10:21  to  10:22  p.m.  Between  April  30,  1973  and  June  4,  1973 
the  President  spoke  with  Haldeman  by  telephone  twenty-five  times  and  met 
with  him  seven  times. 
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9. 1     PRESIDENT  NIXON  STATEMENT,   NOVEMBER  12,    1973,   9 
PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS  1329 


Administration  of  Richard  Nixon 

PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS 

Week  Ending  Saturday,  November  17,  1973 


material  was  requested  only  by  the  Special  Prosecutor, 
and  the  court,  who  believed  the  substance  of  nine  presi- 
dential conversations  was  necessary  for  completion  of  the 
Watergate  investigation. 

We  are  complying  fully  with  the  Federal  court  decision. 
In  seven  of  nine  instances,  the  actual  recording  of  the 
conversation  is  being  submitted;  this  includes  five  con- 
versations in  which  John  Dean  participated — Septem- 
ber 15,  1972,  March  13,  1973,  two  on  March  21,  1973, 
one  on  March  22,  1973.  For  all  nine  conversations  cov- 
ered by  the  subpoena,  such  contemporaneous  notes  and 
memoranda  as  were  made  of  the  conversations  are  being 
provided  in  accordance    with  the  court  order. 

Before  discussing  these  matters,  the  issue  of  when  and 
why  the  recorded  conversations  were  listened  to  by  me, 
and  by  others  on  my  behalf,  should  be  placed  in  chrono 
logical  perspective. 

On  June  4,  1973,  I  listened  to  the  tape  recordings 
a  number  of  conversations  I  had  with  John  Dean  in  order 
to  refresh  my  memory  of  those  discussions.  All  of  the 
conversations  to  which  I  listened  that  day  had  taken  place 
prior  to  March  21,  1973.  My  purpose  in  reviewing  the 
recordings  of  my  conversations  with  Mr.  Dean  was  to 
confirm  my  recollection  that  he  had  not  reported  certain 
facts  to  me  prior  to  March  21,  1973.  In  late  April  1973, 
I  asked  H.  R.  Haldeman  to  listen  and  report  on  the  con- 
versation of  March  21,  1973,  in  which  he  had  been 
present  for  a  substantial  portion  of  time.  My  primary 
purpose  in  having  Mr.  Haldeman  listen  to  this  tajje  was 
to  confirm  my  recollection  that  March  21,  1973,  was 
date  on  which  John  Dean  had  first  reported  certain  facts 
to  me. 

There  had  been  rumors  and  reports  to  the  contrary — 
one  of  them  suggesting  that  John  Dean  and  1  had  met 
30  or  40  times  to  discuss  Watergate — and  I  wanted  to 
refresh  my  recollection  as  to  what  was  the  precise  and 
entire  truth. 

On  September  29,  1973,  I  began  a  review  of  the  tape 
recordings  subpoenaed  by  the  Sfjecial  Prosecutor  for  the 
grand  jury  and  by  the  Senate  Select  Committee.  The 
reason  was  it  had  been  my  deliberate  intention  to  litigate 


Presidential  Tapes  and  Documents 

Statement  by  the  President  Outlining  Procedures 
To  Provide  Information  Related  to  the  Watergate 
Investigation  to  the  Chief  Judge  of  the  United  States 

Erict  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
ember  12, 1973 

As  a  consequence  of  the  public  disclosure,  2  weeks  ago, 
that  two  conversations  of  the  President  were  not  recorded 
on  the  White  House  recording  system,  doubts  have  arisen 
about  just  what  happened  to  these  conversations  and 
why  they  were  not  recorded.  The  purpose  of  this  state- 
ment is  to  help  dispel  those  doubts  and  to  spell  out  certain 
steps  I  will  take  to  offer  information  to  the  court  that  will 
help  determine  the  substance  of  all  nine  conversations 
subpoenaed  by  the  court. 

First,  there  are  no  missing  tapes.  There  are  two  con- 
versations requested  by  the  courts  which  were  not  re- 
corded. The  first  is  a  4-minute  conversation  with  the 
former  Attorney  General,  John  Mitchell,  on  June  20, 
1972.  The  second  is  a  meeting  of  35  minutes  with  John 
Dean,  late  in  the  evening  of  Sunday,  April  15,  1973. 

There  is  no  question  in  my  mind  but  that  the  open- 
court  hearing,  now  being  conducted,  will  demonstrate 
to  the  court's  satisfaction  the  truth  of  our  statements  that 
these  two  conversations  were  never  recorded.  In  fact 
there  is  no  affirmative  evidence  to  the  contrary.  I  believe 
that  when  the  court  concludes  its  evaluation  of  the  testi- 
mony and  documentary  evidence,  public  doubt  on  this 
issue  will  be  completely  and  satisfactorily  removed. 

In  the  meantime,  I  believe  it  important  to  make  a 
statement  about  this  proceeding  so  that  misconceptions 
about  this  matter  do  not  persist,  simply  because  certain 
basic  facts  are  not  presented  to  the  .American  public. 

First,  the  Senate  Select  Committee  did  not  subpoena 
the  substance  of  the  two  unrecorded  conversations.  That 
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9.  2     RAYMOm  ZUMUALT  TAPE  LOG,   EXHIBITS  7  AND  7 A,    IN  RE 
GRAND  JURY.  MISC.   47-72 
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5. 2     RAYMOND  ZUMWALT  TAPE  LOG,   EXHIBITS  7  AND  7 A,   IN  RE 


GRAND  JURY.   MISC.    47-72 
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9.  3     TRANSCRIPT  OF  JUNE  4,    1973  MEETINGS 

TRANSCRIPT  PREPARED  BY  THE  IMPEACHMENT  INQUIRY 
STAFF  FOR  THE  HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE  OF  POR- 
TIONS OF  A  RECORDING  OF  A  MEETING  BETWEEN  THE 
PRESIDENT  AND  ALEXANDER  HAIG  AND  A  MEETING 
BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  RON  ZIEGLER  ON 
JUNE  4.  1973 


PRESIDENT:  Now,  this  is  through  February.  Well,  I've  got  one 
other  half-hour.  I  don't  know  what  the  hell  is  on 
it. 


HAIG: 


You  see  it's  so  good  because  nobody  in  Congress  likes 
him.  You  know,  you  don't  know  whether  he's  [unin- 
telligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


God  damn  it  [unintelligible] 


HAIG: 


some  kind  of  remark  that  the  son-of-a-bitch  could  twist 
out  of  context.  They  know,  they  know,  generally,  whether , 
with,  uh  [unintelligible].  The  worst  troube  he  could  do, 
even  if,  if  he's  reasonably  accurate  —  Now,  if  he's 
going  into  a  full-fledged  perjury  job,  uh,  of  the 
greatest  magnitude,  then  we  can  take  the  son-of-a- 
bitch  on. 


PRESIDENT:     That's  right.   That's  right.  Well,  as  I  told  you,  we 
do  know  we  have  one  problem:   It's  that  damn  conversa- 
tion of  March  twenty-first  due  to  the  fact  that,  uh. 


(177) 


HAIG: 


PRESIDENT: 


9.3     TRANSCRIPT  OF  JUNE  4,    1973  MEETINGS 
for  the  reasons  [unintelligible] .   But  I  think  we  can 

handle  that. 

I  think  we   ca — ,   can.     That's,    that's   the  — 

Bob  can  handle  it.  He'll  get  up  there  and  say  that  — 
Bob  will  say,  "I  was  there;  the  President  said  —  " 


HAIG: 


PRESIDENT: 


HAIG: 


That's  exactly  right. 

So,  we'll  see  what  else  is  in  the  God  damned  — 

[Unintelligible]  that's  the  thing  for  you  to  do,  for  your 
own,  really  your  own  peace  of  mind  right  now. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


HAIG: 


PRESIDENT: 


HAIG: 


You  just  can't  recall.   It  was  in  a  meeting  [unintelligible] 

[Sighs]  As  you  know,  we're  up  against  ruthless  people. 

Well,  we're  going  to  be  in  great  shape  now,  'cause  we're 
going  to  prepare.   We're  going  to  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible] 


HAIG: 


That  guy  really  put  the  screws  on  him  for  that.   That  guy 
left  here  at  one  o'clock  last  night.   Worked  on  them  more. 
Started  again  this  morning.   Got  Buzhardt  in  on  it.   We 
are  going  to  announce  that  if  he  doesn't  do  it  now  it's 
pretty  evident  that  [unintelligible].  He's  got  no  excuse 
for  not  doing  it.   What  the  hell's  he  doing? 
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PRESIDENT:      You  taking  this  issue  here  —  Now  take  clemency,  that's 
well  handled,  isn't  it? 

HAIG:  That's  bunk  [unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:      Yeah.   And  it's  well  handled  in  the  March  twenty-first 
thing.   I  put  it  in  the  context:   I  said,  "You  couldn't 
even  consider  clemency,  clemency  until  after  the  '74 
election"  is  the  way  I  put  it.   But,  what  the  hell,  in 
two  years,  poor  bastards  are  in  jail  that  long.   I  said  — 
but  I  didn't  —  can't  even  consider  it. 

HAIG:  Yeah,  you  see,  it  probably  wouldn't  hurt,  uh,  I  mean  it's 

conceivable  now  when,  when  we  get  working  with  Buzhardt 
as  we  go  down  the  line  here.   Uh,  it  may  be  that,  uh,  I 
can't,  uh,  mention  that  in  front  [unintelligible].   Well, 
that's,  you  know,  that's  the  judgment  I  wouldn't  make  now. 

PRESIDENT:      I  won't.   It's  very  important  [unintelligible].   However, 
not  even  Buzhardt  knows. 


HAIG:  Well,  you  know,  Buzhardt  knows  this  because  you  told  me 

in  your  office. 

PRESIDENT:      [Unintelligible]. 

HAIG:  Uh,  but  he  knew  it  also  because  when  you  were  checking  on 

wiretaps,  on  the  Johnson  years,  uh,  with  the  Secret  Service, 
it  came  out.   Uh,  those  bellyaches  who'd  been  handling  it  for 
Johnson,  as  a  matter  of  fact  [unintelligible].   So  he  knows 
it,  but,  I,  I  tell  you,  he's  the  only  one  that  knows  it. 

PRESIDENT:      All  right.  No  further.  He  shouldn't  tell  anyone. 
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Uh,  I  don't  want  it  put  out  that  somebody  is, 
uh,  been  saying,  uh,  they're  going  to  get  the,  uh,  the 

President's  records  and  it's  got  — 


HAIG: 


Oh. 


PRESIDENT: 


HAIG: 


Let's  just  assume  we  goofed.   If  you  get  back  to  Buzhardt 
you  tell  him  you  had  national  security  stuff. 

That's  right.   That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:      [Sighs]  This  is  hard  work. 


HAIG! 


It  is. 


PRESIDENT:     But  I've  got  to  do  it.   Got  to  do  it.   And  it's  best 
for  me  to  do  it,  too. 


HAIG: 


Only  you.   Only  you. 


PRESIDENT:     Thank  you  a  lot,  Al.   Oh,  uh,  what  about  Buzhardt 's 
stuff?   [Unintelligible] 


HAIG: 


[Unintelligible]  trust  him. 


PRESIDENT 
and  HAIG: 


[Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:     Al,  we  can  put  out  that  story  to  the  effect  that  he  has 
telephone,  uh,  that  he  has  mem-cons,  chronologies, 
telephone  recordings,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing. 


HAIG: 


Why  do  you  honestly  — 
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I  wonder  if  that's  —  Huh? 


HAIG: 


That's  John  Dean's  cup  of  tea.  He's  an  unstructured  guy. 
I've  had  notes  from  him  and  he's  just  not  that  type. 


BULL: 


Mr.  President,  were  you  able  to  get  another  two  on  this 


PRESIDENT: 


I  finished  that, 


BULL: 


tape? 


PRESIDENT:     Fine.  This  is  all  fine.  Now,  that's  the  twenty- 
seventh.   Found  that. 


BULL: 


Yes,  sir.   The  problem  with  it,  in  general  —  it's  a  very 

active  day,  and  the  other  problem  is  the  only  way, 

uh. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yes.   Yes. 


BULL: 


[Unintelligible]  is  to  change  tapes  during  the  day. 


PRESIDENT:     You  think  it  was  in  this  office?   I  think  so. 


BULL: 


No  sir.   It  was  in  the  Oval  Office, 
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Ha. 


BULL: 


In  the  Oval  Office  — 


PRESIDENT: 


BULL: 


PRESIDENT: 


BULL: 


Ah,  I  thought  so.  My  recollection  lunintelligible], 
I  remember  [unintelligible]  the  first  time  I  saw 
Dean.   It  was  in  the  Oval  Office. 

It's  a  shame  that,  I  mean  [unintelligible]  sequence. 

No,  I  didn't  mind  [unintelligible]  no  difference.   Well, 
what  do  you  have?  What  others  do  you  have? 

This  is  what  we  have  right  —  this  is  all  I  have  right 
now,  sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


BULL: 


I  want  [unintelligible] .   I  want  —  where  are  your 
other  meetings  listed  [unintelligible] 

Al  has  those . 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  that's  interesting.   Get  me  out  the  —  Just  pick, 
pick  up  the,  uh,  balance  of  the  meetings. 

BULL:  [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     Through  the,  uh  —  I  don't  want  to  —  I  don't  need  to 
hear  them.   I  don't  need  the  twenty-first  or  the 
twenty  s — .  Uh,  the  twenty-first  I  don't  need  because 
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that's,  uh  [unintelligible] 

BULL:         That's  the,  uh,  the  [unintelligible]  March.  March  — 

PRESIDENT:     March  twenty-first.   I  don't  need  April,  I  don't 
need  April  fifteen.   I  need  the  sixteenth. 
[Unintelligible]  correct.   There  were  two  on  April 
sixteenth.   I  just  want  the  second  [unin- 
telligible]. You  can  skip  the  —  April  fifteen. 


BULL: 


PRESIDENT: 


BULL: 


PRESIDENT : 


BULL: 


And  March  twenty-first. 

March  twenty-first,  that's  right,  I  have  those. 

[Unintelligible] 

Yeah.   Okay.   I'll  check.  Haldeman's  got  them  [unin- 
telligible]. No,  Ziegler's  got  them.   Just  ask  Zlegler. 
All  right.   [Unintelligible]  several,  Steve,  and 
they're  very  short. 

Good. 


PRESIDENT:     You  get  the  log  right  away.   See  what  we  have  left 
[unintelligible].  Okay.   Good. 
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.    .    .      First,  uh,  for  whatever  it's  worth,  uh, 

Buzhardt  has  been  through  Dean's  file,  and  there 

isn't  a  God  damn  thing  in  it. 

That's  what  he  thought.   Isn't  that  —  you  can  get 
a  mark  on  a  man  [clears  throat]  if  you  see  him  working, 
and  I  didn't  think  he  was  a  disciplined  type  to  do 
that.   I  would  see  him  at  work,  see  him  come>  know 
how  he  handled  their  guidance  and  so  forth. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


ZIEGLER:       That's  what  I  thought. 

PRESIDENT:     Now,  [clears  throat]  with  regard  to  our  meetings  that 
we  have  here,  uh,  just  to  give  you  a  quick  run-down: 
[sighs]   Up  until  the  s — ,  about  the  s — ,  seventeenth  — 
fifteenth  or  seventeenth,  uh,  it  was  on  the  seventeenth 
which  —  there  was  no  discussion  whatever  of  basic  con- 
ceptions of  Watergate. 

ZIEGLER:       [Unintelligible]  March. 

PRESIDENT:     Yes.   Then  there  started  the  discussion  of  substance. 
Then,  it  wasn't  until  the  twenty-first,  however,  that 
you,  that  I  turned  my  [unintelligible]  because  that's 
when  he  came  in  with  the  cancer  in  the  heart  of  the 
presidency  thing. 
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PRESIDENT:     I  said,  "We  have  been  so  kind  and  so  good  compared  to 

previous  Administrations  in  our  use  of  the  FBI."  I  had 
this  Kleindienst  report:  bugging  the  President's  plane. 
Now  I  told  Gray, to  give  them  all  lie  detector  tests, 
after  the  hearings.   Uh,  uh,  and  Dean  said,  "After  the 
hearings  [unintelligible]  the  F — ,  the  FBI,  because 
of  the  leaks."  We  tried  to  tell  DeLoach  that  he  lied 
to  the  Attorney  General  [unintelligible]  said  that  we 
had  not  bugged  the  plane,  which  he-had  [unintelligible]. 
I  never  trusted  DeLoach.   Politician  to  the  degree.  Maybe 
we  can  talk  to  Colson  about  —  this  is,  what  I  mean 
[unintelligible].  Dean:   "They  bitched  because  I  sit  in 
on  the  investigation."  Dean  insisted  —  came  because 
he  was  —  and  Dean  says,  "I  insisted  because  I  was  conducting 
an  investigation  for  the  President."  Dean  saying  that. 
"Gray,"  I  said,  "had  outward  self-confidence  but  not  in- 
ward." Dean  says,  "He'll  be  [unintelligible]."  And  I  said 
"Well,  we're  going  to  clean  out  the  FBI  like  Schlesinger 
did  the  CIA.   We're  going  to  get  that  bastard  [unin- 
telligible] good  enough  to  — "  Oh,  uh,  good.  He 
said,  "Gray  is  very  proud  of  his  investigation  of  Water- 
gate." And  then  he  said,  "Though  he"  —  here's  another 
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one  of  his  pointers  —  "though  he  caused  us  a  lot  of 
grief."  And  I  just  —  He  then  went  on  to  say  —  And 
then  I  pointed  out,  I  said,  "I  talked  to  Gray  once.   I, 
I  was  [unintelligible]."  "Yes,"  he  said,  "I  heard  about 
that."  He  said,  "What?"  I  said,  "What's  the  problem 
with  Gray?"  He  said,  "Well,  the  trouble  was  he  was 
travelling  around  the  country  making  speeches  rather  than 
staying  on  top  of  the  Watergate.   But  you  see,  in  retro- 
spect, what  he  was  [laughs]  really  saying  is  that  he  had 
a  hamstring  on  Gray.   [Unintelligible]   I  s — ,  I  pointed 
out  that  the  FBI  did  not,  uh,  [unintelligible].  And,  also, 
the  first,  uh,  uh  —  We  get  on  the  FBI  files,  uh,  whether 
we  [unintelligible]  on  amnesty,  you  know.   Dean  said 
"We  could  team  on  this  thing."  Now,  February  twenty- 
seventh.   We  go  back  to  the  first  one.  This  is  the  first 
time  I  saw  him  very  much.   Right.   It  was  about  Kleindienst 
and  Baker  and  Gray.  About  our  failure  to  have  any  effect 
on  Baker  on  getting  a  minority  counsel.  And  he  said, 
"Minority  counsel  is  the  best."  Curious  as  to  why  Baker 
mentioned  it.  However,  this  is  not  —  hard  to  avoid  a 
circus  and  so  forth.   And  then,  I  said,  "You  know,  I  shut 
Kleindienst  up  with  that."  Oh,  I  quoted  him.   And,  uh, 
but,  uh,  the  fact  that,  uh,  whether  or  not,  uh,  Mitchell 
in  this  whole  matter  might  be  involved  in  perjury.   I 
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said,  "That's  the  question  in  this  whole  case.   [Unin- 
telligible] question  [unintelligible].   You  know,  that 
was  pretty  well 


ZIEGLER: 


Sure  he  would , 


PRESIDENT:     around.  And  then  he  said,  he,  Dean  had  said  that,  "I 
told  Kleindienst  that  I  don't  think  I  should  brief  you 
on  all  I  know.   If  you  get  on  the  wrong  track  I  will  tell 
you."  And  I  said,  "Good,"  about  the  [unintelligible]  thing. 
I  don't  know  what  he  meant  by  that.   [Unintelligible]  that's 
what  he  was  simply,  uh  —  1,1  gathered  from  that  he  had 
told  Kleindienst  that.  He  didn't  tell  me  that.   Funny 
thing.   But  there  again,  now  there's  a  little  glimmer 
again  that  Dean  is  not  coming  through.   [Unintelligible] 
session  Baker,  White  House  staff,  Mollenhoff,  uh,  et 
cetera,  et  cetera.  And  the  Hiss  case,  [name  deleted] 
uh,  [unintelligible]  from  the  FBI,  uh  —  And  we  hadn't 
bugged  much  compared  to  the  others,  uh  —  They  used  the 
FBI  to  uh,  cover  uh,  uh  —  and  so  forth.   Why  didn't 
Sullivan  —  any  help,  uh,  you  know,  at  the  time.   Sulli- 
van took  all  the  records  when  he  left.   He  didn't  pro- 
tect the  White  —  you,  you've  heard  that  story  before, 
Ron.  He  gave  them  back  to  Mardian. 
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Yeah. 


PRESIDENT:     All  this  comes  out  in  here.   Uh,  to  Gray  —  Felt,  uh, 
placed,  uh,  against  Gray  and  against  Green  and  against 
Sullivan  back.  Another  interesting  thing:  He  heard 
that  Sandy  Smith  had  told  Petersen  about  it  all  —  Felt. 
And  then  he  just  dropped  it  aside.  Petersen,  bless  his 
soul,  has  been  a  valuable  man  to  us.   He  was  proceeding 
from  one  assumption,  Ron, 

ZIEGLER:       And  that  was  that  you  were  aware  of  what  was  going  on. 

PRESIDENT:     and  Dean  with  another.  Well,  that  —  Yeah,  that's 

right.   And  that,  uh,  and  that  there 'd  been  a  hell  of  a 

damn  lousy  investigation.  They  really  had  watered  the 

God  damn  thing.  Now  later  on,  you  see  where  Jeb  Magruder 

and  —  the  yeoman.  He  knows  about  the  yeoman,  you  know, 

about  the  yeoman.   Can't  blow  the  whistle  on  [unintelligible]  on 

Kleindienst,   [Unintelligible]  lying  on  a  written  interrogation 

and  then  he  went  —  here's  what  Dean  said:   "You,  Mr.  President, 

are  not  holding  anything  back."   [Sighs]   [Unintelligible]. 

He  said  —  Dean  —  "Su — ,  uh,  before  the  election,  and 

what  I  will  do  is  just  keep  you  posted  and  everything, 

but,  just  as  before  the  election,  I  only  bothered 
Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  on  the  things  that  were  absolutely 
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essential."   [Unintelligible]  Huh? 

ZIEGLER:       Yes,  sir. 

PRESIDENT:  Now,  we  go  to  March  sixth.  That,  that  carries  us  to 
March  sixth.  There  you  are,  there's  all  of  February 
up  till  the  thirty —  Now  what  the  hell  is  there? 

ZIEGLER:  Not  a  thing. 

PRESIDENT:  About  a  coverup. 

ZIEGLER:  In  his  frame  of  mind 

PRESIDENT:  Hell  yes. 

ZIEGLER:       and  in  the  context  of  today  [clears  throat]  you  could 
—  there  are  subtleties  there  that  [unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     Oh,  hell  yes.   Oh  yeah.   I  — 

ZIEGLER:       But  not  back  then. 

PRESIDENT:     March  the  sixth  was  a  [unintelligible]  wasn't  co- 
operating.  [Unintelligible]  very  quietly,  uh  [unin- 
telligible] send  Gray  down.   I  said,  "Were  we  right  to 
send  Gray  down?"  Dean  said,  "Yes."  He  has  a  point 
there.   I  was  not  for  [unintelligible]  but,  uh, 
Ehrlichman  [unintelligible].   It  turned  out  that,  uh. 
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Sullivan  in  one  of  his,  uh,  reports,  uh,  the  deal  on 
Chancellor,  John  Chancellor  where  he  had  a  full-fieid 
investigation  on  Chancellor.  Did  you  hear  about  that? 
LBJ  had  it  altered  so  he  could  get  the  job,  it  was  so 
bad. 


ZIEGLER: 


[Unintelligible]  told  me  that. 


PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible]  Dean  ~  that's  where  I  got  —  Dean 
March  sixth. 

[Bull  enters] 


BULL: 


All  right,  sir.  Almost  finished,  sir. 


PRESIDENT:     Okay. 


BULL: 


The  meeting,  again,  in  the  EOB  with  Moore  and  Dean  is 
lost. 


PRESIDENT: 


Totally? 


BULL: 


Yes,  sir.   The  one  on  the  twentiety  is  set  up  and  the 
one  on  the  twenty-first  in  the  Oval  Office. 


PRESIDENT: 


Hm? 


BULL: 


Your  machine  is  set  up  for  the  meeting  with  Moore  and 
Dean  in  the  Oval  Office,  sir. 
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PRESIDENT: 
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I  understand.   [Unintelligible] 

You've  done  seventeen,  sir. 

This  you  don't  have.  Is  that  right? 

Not  available. 


PRESIDENT: 


You  sure? 


BULL:         Yes,  sir, 

PRESIDENT:     Make  a  note:  Uh,  that  Moore  give  us  his,  uh,  mem-con 

on  the  nineteenth.   March  the  nineteenth,  Ron.  Moore  — 
Dick  Moore  was  with  him  when  it  happened. 

BULL:         You  might  also  — you  also  want  one  on  the  one  that  is 
unavailable  on  the  thirteenth,  sir.   Right  in  here. 

PRESIDENT:     The  fourteenth. 

BULL:         Yes,  sir. 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah.  Moore  ~  he'll,  he'll,  he'll  remember  what  the 
hell  he  needs  to  do  and  — 

ZIEGLER:       That  was  all  pre-press  conference  [unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     That  was  pre-press  conference.   The  one  on  the  nineteenth 

was  not  pre-press  conference.  Now,  what  is  this?  You  have 
the  twentieth  here? 
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BULL:         Yes,  sir.  The  twentieth  Is,  Is  ready  — 

PRESIDENT:     That's  up  there. 

ZIEGLER:       You  said  the  twenty-first.   Do  you  mean  the  twenty-third? 

BULL:         Uh,  yeah,  uh  —  I'm  sorry.   The  twentieth  Is  on.  Is 
right  on  there.  The  nineteenth  Is  unavailable. 

PRESIDENT:     The  nineteenth  Is,  the  nineteenth  Is  Mr.  Moore  and  Mr. 
Dean. 

BULL:         Right. 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  we  want  Dick  Moore  to  give  Ra — ,  whatchamacalllt 
or  whatever  the  hell 


BULL: 


PRESIDENT: 


BULL: 


PRESIDENT: 


[Unintelligible] 

his  name  Is,  you  know,  the  deal.   [Unintelligible]. 
EOB  apparently  doesn't  pick  up  at  all. 

It  doesn't  work  quite,  uh,  very  well  at  all,  sir.  Mr. 
President,  you  and  Dean  were  on  the  twenty-first  you 
were  in  the  —  you  had  a  report  on  the,  uh  [unintel- 
ligible] see  him  on  the  twenty-second. 

I  don't  have  his  report,  but  I  —  they  were  there. 


BULL: 


Yeah. 
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Let  me  explain,  Steve.   If  they  were  there,  God  damn  it, 
they  will  [unintelligible].   I  could  assume,  correct? 

Yes,  sir. 


PRESIDENT:     Okay.   The  twenty-first  and  the  twenty-second.  Uh,  uh, 
twenty — ,  twenty-first  I've  got  to  Bob  already.   The 
twenty-second  [unintelligible] 

ZIEGLER:       [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     Well  —  No,  if  you  can  —  I  don't  think  you  can.  He's, 
he's  got  it  all  in  our  file  and  I  don't  —  let's  just 
forget  it.   I  think  after  the  twenty-first  we  forget  what 
the  hell  —  What  do  you  think? 


ZIEGLER: 


Yes,  sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


Don't  you  agree? 


BULL: 


I'll  get  to  work  in  putting  together  all  the  telephone 
calls,  then,  sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


You  get  the  telephone  calls  so  I  can  look 


BULL: 


Yes,  sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


through  them  tonight  after  you  just  — 


BULL: 


Yeah.  All  right.   [Unintelligible] 
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Huh?  Uh? 

I'll  just  work  right  out  here  if  It's  all  right. 


PRESIDENT:     Yes,  sir. 


BULL: 


[Bull  leaves] 


If  you  have  any  problems  with  that  I  [unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


The  Ervin-Baker  —  this  is  all  sixth  of  March. 

They're  all  just  [unintelligible] 

Must,  uh  —  Then  he  says,  "Must  hum  the  same  tune  or 
we  create  problems."  Now  just  remember,  he  was  just 
talking  about  the  witnesses  before 


ZIEGLER: 


Yeah, 


PRESIDENT:     the  Ervin  Committee.   "We  all  hum  the  same  tune."  In- 
credible. The  seventh,  talked  about  Hruska,  Gurney.   I 
suggested  questions  that  he  could  ask,  you  know. 

ZIEGLER:       They're  all  related  to  the  Ervin  Committee  hearings. 

PRESIDENT:     Gurney  —  like  the  questions  that  they  could  ask,  and  so 
forth.   Jolly  well  stepped  on  Gray,  and  asked  [unin- 
telligible].  This  is  all  a  question  of  how  to  get  good 
questions  out  to  Gray  with  regard  to  how  the  FBI  had  been 
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used  politically  before,  had  never  been  used  politically 
for  us.  Well,  the  last  —  Oh,  I  came  around  at  the  very 
conclusion,  I  said,  "Well,  it  may  be  --  it  may  hurt  the 

FBI  but  I'm  sure,  you  know,  we,  we  just  —  and  nothing 
was  done  in  the  future.   Segrettl  didn't,  no  he  didn't 
turn  over  —  Dean  didn't  turn  over  again.  He  kept  coming 
back  about  Segrettl.   Said,  "We  are  clean,"  quote.   Uh, 
I  know  these  guys.  None  is  worth  a  God  damn  —  these 
investigators.  Now  you  prepare  the  questions  [unin- 
telligible]. He's  really  colorful.   [Laughs]  I  should 
have  put  Wilson  in  the  job.  Ah.  Time  of  testing  for 
Gray.  He's,  he's  very  much  for  Gray.   [Unintelligible] 
had  left,  had  withdrawn  from  the  case.  That's  a  good 
break.  Cha — ,  Chapin  never  hired  anyone  —  on  the  seventh 
[unintelligible].  Way  out  of  hand.  This  is  Dean  talking, 
up.  Pat  Gray  —  he  felt  he  —  He  reported  then  on  the 
Gray  hearings.   Then  there  was  something  about  making 
Colson  a  consultant,  to  put  him  in  a  drawer  or  something. 
Make  him  a  consultant.  You  could  give  him  — 

Position  privilege. 

PRESIDENT:     Huh?  Executive  privilege  for  things  now.  He  has  it 

previously,  anyway,  at  any  rate,  so  that  was  done.   [Un- 
intelligible] done  or  not.  There  was  a  young  guy  that 
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was  picked  ud,.  uh,  Ken,  uh,  worklne  for  Ken  Rietz  and 
so  forth  —  a  college  kid.  He  said  [unintelligible] . 

Uh,  the  whole  Watergate  question.  We're  likely  to  get 

more  on  this  [unintelligible] 


ZIEGLER: 


[Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


[Unintelligible]  act  as  a  girl. 


ZIEGLER: 


Oh,  as  a  girl,  yeah. 


PRESIDENT:     I  said,  "Did  Haldeman  know  about  Segretti,  Segretti?" 
[Unintelligible].  Well,  he  said,  "One  likely  question 
for  Haldeman  about  Segretti  —  and  I,  and,  and  I  said, 
"Did  he?"  He  said,  "No."  Can  the  Dean  report  be  made 
public? 


ZIEGLER: 


This  was  on  the,  uh,  this  is  the  — 


PRESIDENT ; 


Thirteenth.   Thirteenth  now. 


ZIEGLER: 


The  thirteenth. 


PRESIDENT:     Thirteenth.  Yeah.  These  are  things  that  he  said  would 
be  questions.   And  then,  an  interesting  point  —  and 
again,  now,  this  triggers  something  —  this  is  the 
thirteenth.   "Why  not  have  it  all,  let  it  all  hang  out 
approach,"  I  said.  He  says,  "Exactly  because  they  won't 
believe  the  truth."  We  do  let  it  all  hang  out.  Now 


-20- 


(196) 


9.3     TRANSCRIPT  OF  JUNE  4,    1973  MEETINGS 
watch  this  shit.  Back  to  Sullivan,  who  testified 

but  he  doesn't  give  any  in  writing.   If  Huston 

had  your  instructions,  you  know,  for  doing  things 

after  Hoover  failed  on  the  national  security 

areas  —  then  the  whole  thing  crumbled,  crumbled. 

[Laughs]   Interesting.  We  —  and,  that's  all  you  — 

He  said  that  Hoover  lost  his  guts.   So,  he  must  have 

known. 


ZIEGLER: 


That  was  the  thirteenth. 


PRESIDENT:     Huh?  March  thirteenth.   I'm  not  sure  that  he  knew  the 
paper  hadn't  gone  through.  Huston  was  out  there  [unin- 
telligible] but  then  he'd  forget.   Incidentally,  how 
about  those  other  things?  Did  you  get  ready? 


ZIEGLER: 


The,  uh,  FBI  clips?  They  expect. 


PRESIDENT: 


Can  I  have  that  in  the  morning? 


ZIEGLER:  they  expect  the  list  Friday  morning,  or  tonight.  Al 
said,  you  know  —  We  have  a  program  for  Scott,  which 
Al's  got  — 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah.   [Unintelligible]  Just  give  him  the  numbers.  We 
have  nothing  else 


ZIEGLER: 


That's  right. 


PRESIDENT: 


but  numbers. 
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And  we  have  a  scenario  that  Scott  can  bring  it  up  at 
the  leader's  meeting. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


This  is  what  you  can  say,  and  — 

Yeah.  You  asked  me  about  it  and  I  do  have  it.   Yeah. 

See  what  I  mean,  Sullivan  knows  everything.   He  really 

went  [unintelligible]  Gray  hearings  again  and  Dean  would 

do  —  This  is  all  on  the  thirteenth.   The  Gr— ,  Gray 

hearings,  I  don't  —  Better  get  Wilson  to  clean  out  the 

file  [unintelligible].   Dean  now  talking.   [Unintelligible]. 

Playing  our  game  ~  focus  is  on  us.   We've  got  to  get  our 

story  out.   He  mentioned  the  NBC  broadcast  [unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible]  you  make  a  statement  sending  him  up,  and  Dean 

said,  "Well,  no,"  he  says,  "if  you  have  to  send  him  up,  though,  they 

ask  why."  But  of  course  that  was  Mitchell's  [unintelligible]. 

I  asked  him  about  the  Texas  guy  who  gave  the  money  back  — 

Allen  —  what  kind  of  crap  we  talking  about.   But  then, 

he  said,  "Well  it  wasn't  used  for  Watergate."  And  I 

said,  "Why'd  he  put  in  his  letter?"  "Oh,  I  don't  know." 

He  wanted  the  check  in  Miami,  and  the  Barker  check,  and 

all  that  sort  of  thing."  He  said  it  was  pure  and  clean 

and  shouldn't  have  done  it  that  way  [unintelligible]  cash 

the  check  [unintelligible]  Mexico.   This  is  getting  back 
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to  Watergate.  Now  on  the  thirteenth,  we  finally  get 
a  little  glimmer  of  what  the  hell  was  going  on  in  this. 
Sloan  is  weak,  scared.  He  said,  "We  are  stroking  him." 
I  guess  we  all  knew  that  though,  about  Sloan. 


ZIEGLER: 


Well,  su —  Sloan,  uh,  resigned  in  August. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


ZIEGLER:       People  pretty  well  much  felt  that,  uh,  his  concern  about 
Stans  — 

PRESIDENT:     Kalmbach  was  sensitive  about  some  story  that  he  was  no 
longer  my  attorney. 

ZIEGLER:       Oh,  I  see, 

PRESIDENT:     And,  uh,  I  pointed  out  I  only  see  him  once  a  year  when 
he  brings  in  the  tax  brief.   [Unintelligible]  returns. 
Strachan,  he  said,  would  be  a  good  witness.   Check 
his  story  fifty  times.   He  will  be  ready.   Mitchell  will 
be  ready.   Stans  will  be  ready.   Dean  talking  now.   Thirteenth 
of  March. 


ZIEGLER: 


About  the  Ervin  Committee. 


PRESIDENT: 


Huh? 


ZIEGLER: 


About  the  Ervin  Committee, 
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PRESIDENT:     Yeah.  Magruder,  he  said,  would  be  a  good  witness.  How 
are  you  going  to  [unintelligible].   The  people  around 
here  won't  be  witnesses.   Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  and 
so  forth.   [Unintelligible]  when  will  the  judge  sen- 
tence?  And  how  —  will  he  be  fair  to  Hunt,  Liddy  [unin- 
telligible].  The  judge  is  incredible.  There  may  be  a  mis- 
trial. And  I,  I  said,  "Well,  I  like  that  he's  a  hanging 
judge,  and  I,"  I  said,  "I  like  hanging  judges."   [Unintelligible] 
see  Ervin  this  week.   [Unintelligible]  this,  this  is  —  Oh, 
now,  uh,  on  the  thirteenth,  I  said,  "Who  the  hell  are 
they  after  here?"  And,  uh,  I  said,  uh,  "My  guess  is 
that  it's  Mitchell  and  Haldeman."  Understand  what 
I'm  saying? 


ZIEGLER: 


Sure. 


PRESIDENT:     Mitchell  and  Haldeman.   Right.   Mitchell  is  going  to 

have  to  get  [unintelligible].   Haldeman  has  a  problem. 
Now,  he  says,  "Chapin  — "  He  said,  uh,  "They  will  not, 
because  that's  circumstantial."  Uh,  I  said,  "Colson  knew 
Hunt."  He  said,  "Chapin  didn't  know  about  Watergate." 
[Unintelligible]  that's  a  problem.   Then  he  said, 
"Strachan  knew  about  Watergate."  I  mean,  I  was  very, 
uh,  I,  uh  —  "Are  you  sure  about  that?"  Then  he  said, 
"But  he's  tough  as  nails.   There's  no  problem." 
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[Unintelligible]  problem  with  Strachan.   I  came  back 
to  it.   I  said,  "What  do  you  know?"   I  gathered  from 
what  he  said  that  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  planning 
or  conception  of  it  then,  but  that  he  may  have  gotten 
some  materials. 


ZIEGLER: 


Right . 


PRESIDENT: 


You  understand? 


ZIEGLER: 


Sure. 


PRESIDENT:     But  I  didn't  react  to  that  as,  uh,  any  great  God  damned 
aston — ,  astonishment.  You  know  what  I  mean?  But  when 
he  said,  "Tough  as  nails,"  I  suppose  he  left  the  impres- 
sion that  maybe  Strachan  had  lied  about  it.   But  he 
probably  didn't.  Strachan  probably  told  the  truth. 
You  know,  that  he  saw  the  materials  from  [unintelligible] . 
But  anyway,  he  nailed  Strachan  there.  Colson  knew  Hunt. 
He,  he  thinks  he  had  knowledge  that  something  was  going 
on  over  there.  Dean  talking  now.  He  doesn't  think  he 
has  any        knowledge.   That's  what  Dean  tells  me. 
He  says  give  them  hell  [unintelligible]  on  the  thirteenth. 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


Of  March. 


Right.  Dean  tried  to  drag  in  that  [unintelligible]  sent 
Liddy  over. 


-25- 


(201) 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


9.3     TRANSCRIPT  OF  JUNE  4.    1973  MEETINGS 
Do  you  have  that  —  Have  you  got  that  [unintelligible]? 

Yeah.   Then  I  came  back  to  this.   I  said,  I  said,  "John, 
is  it  too,  too  late  for  the  hang-out  route?"  "Exactly."  I 
said,  "Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  are  for  it."   [Unintel- 
ligible] was  wondering  why  in  the  hell  [unintelligible] , 
And  then  Dean  says,  "The  dangers  in  the  hang-out  — 
there  are  dangers  in  the  hang-out,"  and  he  says,  "I  think 
I  can  convince  Ehrlichman  that  there  are  dangers  in  it 
for  him." 

You  see,  but  [clears  throat]  here,  Mr.  President  [coughs] 
what  you  were  talking  about,  what  you  had  in  mind,  was  not, 
at  least  in  my  impression, 


PRESIDENT:  Coverup. 

ZIEGLER:  was  not  payments  to  people 

PRESIDENT:  Huh? 

ZIEGLER:  or  awareness  of  payments  to  people.  What  you  had  in 
mind  was 

PRESIDENT:  The  hang-out  route. 

ZIEGLER:  relaying  the  hangout  in  terms  of  Segretti,  whatever  — 

PRESIDENT:  Segretti,  and,  and  the  Watergate. 
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ZIEGLER: 


Hm? 


PRESIDENT: 


Planned  the  God,  God  damn  Watergate. 


ZIEGLER:       That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     There's  no  coverup  in  this,  uh  —  to  this  point, 
period  —  not  one  talk  of  coverup. 

ZIEGLER:       That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     You  know,  not  one  bit.   There's  a  little,  there's  a 

feeling  of  it  through  here  —  Strachan,  and,  uh,  this, 

you  know,  they're  hanging  tough  and  so  forth.   He 

comes  back  to  this.   He  says,  "No  one  in  the  White 

House  knew  it  was  done,  but  some  may  have  seen  the  re — ,  the 

fruits  of  it."  You  get  the  —  What  the  hell  is  that? 

ZIESLER:       He  doesn't  — 

PRESIDENT:      He's  not  sure.  Now,  he  came  back  to  Sullivan, 

This  business  about  the  fact  —  he  says,  "This  cop  up 
there  knows  more  about  Chappaquiddick  than  anybody  in 
the  country  and  we  should  get  it  out."  Know  the  cop? 
Got  back  to  Kalmbach,  somehow.   The,  uh  —  Well,  he  said 
it's  perfectly  legal  [unintelligible]  the  pension  funds 
and  so  forth.   We're  going  to  get  Sullivan  in  and  talk 
to  him,  you  know,  and  so  forth  and  so  on,  and  so  on,  and 
so  on,  and  so  on.  Whether  or  not  we  had  used  the  FBI, 
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ha  said,  only  for  national  security  purposes.   Said, 
"Yeah.  The  only  exception,  of  course,  was  that  son- 
of-a-bitch  Schorr."  But  there  —  actually  it  was 
national  security.   [LaughsJ   We  didn't  say  that. 
Oh,  we  didn't  do  anything.  We  just  ran  a  name  check 
on  the  son-of-a-bitch. 


ZIEGLER: 


That's  right, 


PRESIDENT:     Nothing.   Now,  on  tha  sixteenth,  began  some 
thinking  — 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


On  the  fourteenth,  what  happened? 
Nothing  there. 


ZIEGLER: 


Just  the  press  conference, 


PRESIDENT:     Well,  that's  where  we  met  them,  uh  —  You  see,  Steve 
can  come  in  later.  He,  he's  got  something 


ZIEGLER: 


Well  I  was ,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


very  interesting. 
[Unintelligible] 
That's  right. 
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[Unintelligible] 


[Bull  enters] 

PRESIDENT:     Steve, 

BULL:         Yes,  sir. 

PRESIDENT:     give  Ron  that  one  little  quote  out  of  that  log  thing 
crap  that  you  had  to  listen  to.  This  was  all  — 
fourteenth  was  all  press  conference. 

ZIEGLER:       That's  right.   That  —  Well,  I  remember  — 

PRESIDENT:     You  were  in  on  part  of  it. 

BULL:         It's,  it's  terrible.  It's  because  we  lost  the  last  part 
of  it.  The  question  was  posed:  How  do  we  handle,  how 
do  we  ans — ,  answer  the  question  whether  the  investiga- 
tion was  productive.   Uh,  the  response  was  that  the 
[unintelligible]  conduct  —  investigation  was  conducted 
and  the  report  given  to  me. 

PRESIDENT:     I  was  supposed  to  say  that  —  No,  no,  or,  Ziegler  was  supposed 
to  say  that. 

BULL:         No,  the  President  — 

PRESIDENT:     The  President.  Yeah. 
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You  were  supposed  to  say  that.  And,  uh,  no  information 
was  found,  uh,  that  would  be 


PRESIDENT:     —  any  way  implicate  anybody  at  the  White  House. 
There  it  is.   There  it  is. 

BULL:'         That  was  Dean's  recommended  response  to  the  question. 

PRESIDENT:     So,  in  that  context  —  that's  all  the  way  through. 


ZIEGLER: 


Yeah. 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


He  said,  "Our  report  — " 


That's  all  the  way  through  the  gardners  to  me. 


PRESIDENT:     I  said  be  sure  there's  no  coverup  in  talking  to  the 

FBI  and  so  forth,  and  so  on.   The  Gray  hearing.   Then 
we  went  into  there  is  no  written  Dean  report.   But,  I 
said  —  But  he  said  —  I  said,  "Why  don't  you  give 
me  a  copy  of  your  findings."  And  have  Gray  give  it  to 
the  FBI.   Talked  about  Baker  again.   I  said  that  if 
Baker  got  on  the  wrong  side  of  this  issue  it'd  destroy 
his  chance  to  be  a  leader.  He  had  no  contacts  with 
the  Ervin  Committee  that  were  worth  a  damn.   He  wants 
to  investigate  the  Democrats,  trying  to  get  Goldwater 
to  make  a  speech.   Sullivan  was  preparing  his  —  Well, 
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[unintelligible].   And  I  say,  "Get  the  story  out." 
Then  he  suggested  Ziegler  could  give  a  statement 
based  on  Dean's  Investigation  containing  sworn 
affidavits.   [Unintelligible].   Well,  he  was  trying 
to  —  how  to  get  it  out. 

I  remember  when  that  came  up  [clears  throat]  and 
I  said  that  I  thought  sworn  affidavits  were  a  bad 
idea. 


PRESIDENT:     Anyway,  so  much  —  at  least  he  tried.   Some  ques- 
tions you  can't  an —  Then  Dean  —  some  questions 
you  can't  ans — ,  you  can't  answer.   Some  questions 
you  can't  answer  because  it'll  get  people  in  trouble. 
[Unintelligible]  'cause  we're  so  close  now  [unin- 
telligible] I  wonder.  He  suggested  [unintelligible] 
and  [unintelligible].  Then  he  says,  "Again  [unin- 
telligible] runs  into  a  whole  flock  of  new  problems 
which  haven't  emerged  yet.   We  need  a  good  master 
plan.  And,  uh,  I'd  like  to  talk  to  Dick  Moore  about 
it."  I  said,  "Fine,  why  don't  you  and  Moore  go  to 
Camp  David  and  get  us  a  plan."  You  know,  on  the  six- 
teenth I  was  saying,  before  he  had  talked  —  but  I 
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was  thinking  in  those  terms. 


ZIEGLER: 


Yeah. 


PRESIDENT:     Talked  about  Mitchell's  bad  advice  on  Carswell, 

Kleindienst,  and  so  forth.   I  said  that  [unintel- 
ligible] the  White  House  position  covered  [unintel- 
ligible] .  Keep  that  front  and  center  [unintelligible]. 
Can't  have  Liddy  in  any  relation  to  the  White  House 
[unintelligible].   And  he  said,  well,  if  he  [unin- 
telligible] furnish  the  information  and  so  forth. 
But  anyway,  the  whole  report  [unintelligible].   {Sighs] 
Now  we  come  to  the  seventeenth.  Kleindienst  wanted 
to  turn  Baker  off  [unintelligible]  embarrass  the 
FBI.  He  pointed  to  Haldeman  —  Mitchell,  Colson, 
Haldeman  —  and  he  said  possibly  Dean.  And  I  said, 
"What,  Dean  too?"  He  says,  "Because  I  was  over  this 
like  a  blanket."  But,  I  said,  "John,  you  didn't  know 
about  it."  He  said,  "That's  right,  I  have  no  know- 
ledge. No  prior  knowledge."   [Unintelligible],   How 
would  you  —  that  strike  you,  how  does  it  strike  you? 
He  was  telling  me  that  there  was  a  coverup? 
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ZIEGLER:       Not  at  all. 

PRESIDENT:     Anyway,  then  he  said  —  started  talking  about  Magruder,  you 
know:   "Jeb's  good,  but  if  he  sees  himself  sinking  he'll 
drag  everything  with  him." 

ZIEGLER:       But,  I  mean,  [unintelligible]  relate  to  Mitchell. 
[Unintelligible]  if  I  heard  him  say  that, 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 

ZIEGLER:       I  would  have  related  it  to  Mitchell. 

PRESIDENT:     I  know.   And  he  said  that  he'd  seen  Liddy,  Liddy  right  after 
it  happened.  And  he  said,  "No  one  in  the  White  House  except 
possibly  Strachan  is  involved  with,  or  knew  about  it."  He 
said,  "Magruder  had  pushed  him  without  mercy."  Liddy  talked 
to  Dean  right  after  it  happened.  Then  I  said,  "What  makes 
you  think  Haldeman  pushed  him?"  And  then  1,1  said,  "I 
don't  think  Haldeman  pushed  him."  Dean  says,  "I  agree." 
But  he  said,  "Strachan  may  have  pushed  him."  He  says  he 
[unintelligible]  tickler  and  figured  he  was  supposed  to  push 
him.   But  you  see  again,  this  is  a  —  that  he  knew  what  the  — 
who  he  was  pushing  him  for.  And  I  said,  "I  don't  know  why  the 
hell  they  went  in."  Ten  million  dollars  and  San  Diego  demon- 
strations and  so  on.  Now  here's  one  [unintelligible]  I  don't 
know  what  the  hell  I  was  saying  here,  but  I  said,  "You 
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know,  the  thing  here  is  that  Magruder,  Magruder  put,  put 
the  heat  on,  and  Sloan  starts  pissing  on  Haldeman."   I 
said,  "That  couldn't  be,  uh  [unintelligible]."  I  said, 
"We've,  we've  got  to  cut  that  off.   We  can't  have  that 
go  to  Haldeman."   I  said,  "I  think  that  should  come  out 
after  [unintelligible]."  But  we  just  stopped  right  there. 
There  was  no  —  I  suppose  he  could  say  there  that  I  was 
telling  him  to  cover-up,  wouldn't  you  say,  for  Haldeman? 

ZIEGLER;       I  suppose  he  could  say  that  in  the  context  at  the  time 
that  —  [clears  throat]  still,  there's  nothing, 


PRESIDENT: 


I  didn't  know. 


ZIEGLER: 


nothing,  Mr.  President. 


PRESIDENT:     I  didn't  know  that  Magruder,  uh,  was  lying,  or  that 
he  was»  or  that  Sloan  was. 

ZIEGLER:       You  knew  no  perjury  was  committed.   All  of  this  relates 

more  to  political  problems  before  the  Ervin  Committee  and 
charges  that  could  be  made  — 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah.   This,  this  one  here  is  that,  I  was  going  to  —  It 
relates  to  the  fact:  why  can't  we  get  a  report  out  on 
this,  you  know,  and  so  forth.   And  I  said,  "Well,  looking 
to  the  future,  I  mean,  here  are  the  problems.  We  got  this 
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guy,  this  guy,  and  this  guy."  And  I  said,  "Magruder  can 

be  the  one,  one  guy  —  and  that's  going  to  bring  it  right 
up  to  home.  That'll  bring  it  right  up  to  the,  to  the 
White  House,  to  the  President."  And  I  said,  "We've  got 
to  cut  that  back.   That  ought  to  be  cut  out." 

But  keep  in  mind,  Mr.  President,  you  were  not  at  this  point 
talking  about  the  trial.  What  you're  talking  about  is  the 
Ervin  Committee  hearing.  Now,  there  is  no  illegality  in 
having  received  information,  you  see. 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 

ZIEGLER:       from  the  wiretapping  operation.  My  view,  if,  if,  in  hearing 
this,  would  have  been  in  the  context  of  the  Ervin  Committee 
hearings.   If  someone  would  say,  "Well  Strachan  received  the 
material."  I  remember  going  through  this  exercise  with  Bob. 
I  said,  "Bob,  did  you  ever  receive  the  material?"  He  said, 
"No."  Now  — 

PRESIDENT:     Then  he  went  on  to  say  ~  and  here's  the  point  that  I 

hope  we've  covered  right  in  our  statmeent.   Remember  I  told 
you  in  the  Ellsberg:   don't  say  that  I  learned  it  for  the 
first  time  from  Petersen. 

ZIEGLER:       That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     We  didn't  [unintelligible] 


ZIEGLER: 


No. 
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PRESIDENT:     Fine.   Here's  when  I  learned  it.   I,  I  [unintelligible] 
exactly  right.   He  told  me,  on  the  seventeenth.   On  the 
seventeenth  [unintelligible].   He  says,  "Ehrlichman' s  got 
a  problem."  And  I  said,  "What  the  hell  does  he  want?"  He 
says,  "Well"  —  Then  he  told  me  about  this  God  damned 
picture,  Ellsberg,  and  so  forth.   That  was  the  first  time 
I  ever  heard  about  it.   Brand  new  [unintelligible]^   Now 
this  —  incidentally,  when  I,  uh,  I  was  thinking  of  this, 
that,  uh,  that  we  assure  him  that  —  I  wondered,  frankly,  if 
Ehrlichman  might  have  told  me  earlier  and  was  lying  to 
protect  me.   But  he  didn't,   I  didn't  know  about  a  God  damned 
thing.   Ehrlichman  never  [unintelligible].   So  there  it  was. 
Dean  told  me  the  sixteenth  of  March. 


ZIEGLER: 


Seventeenth. 


PRESIDENT: 


Huh? 


ZIEGLER: 


Seventeenth, 


PRESIDENT:     Seventeenth  of  March.   It  has  nothing  to  do  with  Ervin. 
Then  he  mentioned  Chappaquiddick.   That  takes  us  through 
the  seventeenth  now.   Well,  it's  a  hell  of  a  [unintelligible] 

ZIEGLER:       See,  all  of  that  is  in  the  context  of  the  discussion  of 
the  Ervin  Committee  hearing.   Now  even  making  reference 
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to  the  Ellsberg  trial  on  the  seventeenth  of  March  — 

Well,  it  was  mentioned  that  Ehr — ,  that  Ehrlichman  having  a 
problem  with  regard  to  the  break-in  was  that  kind  of  a 
problem.  We  weren't  talking  about  the  trial  at  all. 


ZIEGLER:  That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:  And,  if  they  hand  this  up  —  You  understand,  now  — 

ZIEGLER:  But  the  Justice  Department  — 

PRESIDENT:  Hell  yes. 

ZIEGLER:  That's  the  point. 

PRESIDENT:  They  didn't  have  a  God  damned  thing. 

ZIEGLER:       There  is  nothing  in  here  said  to  you  that  would  have  led  you 
to  any  conclusion  that  you  should  have  acted  in  any  way, 
because  Dean  had,  throughout  the  — 

PRESIDENT:     The  whole  point  —  there's  another  reason  I  shouldn't  have. 
Dean  was  quite  a  lawyer. 

ZIEGLER:       That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     jje  is  in  touch  with  the  Justice  Department.  Now,  he  sees 

Kleindienst  every  day.   Christ,  I  was  so  —  but  if  there  were 

anything  that  needed  to  be  done  —  passed  over  to  Justice  — 
he  would  pass  it! 
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ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 
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That's  what  I'm  saying. 

See  my  point? 

Yeah. 

If  anybody  ever  asks  why  you  don't  pass  something  over, 
you  learn  from  Dean.   Christ,  up  until  the  time  he  left, 

April  the  sixteenth.  Dean  had  that  obligation. 
Right. 

And  I  assumed  that  he  was  In  direct  contact  with  them. 

And  you  were  talking  about  political  problems,  not  illegal 
problems.  Political  problems  as  they  related  to  the 
Ervin  Committee  hearings  and  what  could  come  out  in  the 
course  of  those  hearings,  uh,  in  the  question.  But, 
damn  it,  I  know  that's  the  case.  And  those  notes  are 
proof. 

I  know  that  when  I  talked  about  them,  I  was  probably 
worried  about  the  other  one  too,  Ron,  at  least.   I  hear 
about  Strachan.   Sure,  I  know  him.   He's  a  good  guy,  and 
Haldeman  involved  in  this  God  damn  thing. 

Sure  you  were.  That's  why  you  asked  that  question. 

That's  why  I  said,  "Cut  it  off  at  the  pass."  But  what 
I  was  thinking  there,  was  basically,  uh,  not  to  get  all 
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those  guys  pissing  on  each  other.   But  Dean  could  go  out, 
with  probably  some  justification,  and  said  that  he,  uh, 
could  probably  say  that  he  told  the  President  about  all 
this,  and  warned  him  about  all  this.  Dean  said,  "Strachan 
[unintelligible]" 


ZIEGLER: 


No  sir.   There's  no  warning  in  there. 


PRESIDENT:     Strachan  —  [sighs]  This  is  from  a  very  confidential 
source,  so  you  forget  you've  heard  it. 


ZIEGLER: 


Right . 


PRESIDENT:     It's  an  exercise  that  will  be  necessary  to  use.   [Unintelligible] 
get  down  to  it  Ron,  is  this:   that  God  damn  it,  we  were  all 
[unintelligible]  here.  Didn't  want  Ehrlichman  involved  or 
Haldeman  involved . 


ZIEGLER: 


Right . 


PRESIDENT: 


That's  right.  We  were  all  concerned  about  that. 


ZIEGLER: 


You  didn't  feel  they  were. 


PRESIDENT:  But,  but,  getting  down,  listening  to  this  thing,  the  one 
through  the  seventeenth,  that  it  totally  explodes  Dean's 
proposition  or  whatever  about  — 


ZIEGLER: 


You  were  discussing  the  cover-up. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah.  Aspects  of  the  cover-up.  Yeah,  I  suppose  from  that 
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standpoint  —  from  his  standpoint  —  it  was.   So  let's 

hear  him  testifying  on  that.  What  is  he  saying,  Ron?  Who 
the  hell  is  going  to  answer  Dean?  He  saw  me  alone  on. the 

[unintelligible]  —teenth,  Ron.  How  do  we  handle  that? 
ZIEGLER:       Through  — 

PRESIDENT:     Haldeman  can  handle  him  on  the  thir —  ,  twenty-first,  which 
is  the  tough  one,  but  he  can  handle  him.   i  think, 
[Unintelligible]  what  the  hell  I  was  trying  —  find  out 
what  the  hell  he  was  doing,  and  so  forth.   But,  uh,  what 
about  this? 

ZIEGLER:       These,  I  think,  are  already  handled. 

PRESIDENT:  [Unintelligible]  getting  out  at  a  certain  time.  I  don't 
follow  him.  Uh,  Buzhardt  said  that  Dean  made  a  friendly 
gesture  to  him  Saturday.  Did  you  hear  about  that? 

ZIEGLER:       No,  I  didn't  hear  about  the  friendly  gesture.  No. 

PRESIDENT:     That  he  wasn't  really  [unintelligible]  and  all  that  crap.   He 
didn't  want  to  be  a  traitor  and  so  forth.   Buzhardt  gave 
him  [unintelligible]  uh,  it's  —  His  lawyer  now  is  playing  a 
very,  very  tough  game  and  is  blabbing  all  over  the  place 
after  what  Dean  [unintelligible]  the  lawyer  would  hear 
this  stuff.   The  lawyer  [unintelligible]  God  damn 
[unintelligible].   From  the  Dean  standpoint.  Dean 
is  likely  to  tell  the  lawyer  the  story,  Ron,  from 
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his  vantage  point. 

ZIEGLER:       Of  course. 

PRESIDENT:     God  damn  it.   Oh,  the  son-of-a-bitch  defects.   I  didn't 
know. 


ZIEGLER: 


That's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     lUnintelllgibleJ  I  expressed  total  amazement  when  he 

mentioned  Strachan.  You  know,  uh,  and  I  didn't  believe 

him  [unintelligible].  Wondered  what  the  hell  was  [unintel- 
ligible].  I  think  I  probably  later  asked  Haldeman. 

ZIEGLER:       Even  the,  during  the  period  when  I  was  questioning  Bob, 
and  I  [unintelligible].   I  asked  Bob,  as  I  was  combing 
through  the  Q's  and  A's  with  him,  I  said,  "Bob,  you  never 

received  any  of  this  stuff."  And  he  said,  "No."  He  said 
"You  know,  you  make  me  get  so  much  stuff  over  here  I  — " 

PRESIDENT:     That's  right.   I  know.   I  think  Strachan  did.   [Unintelligible] 
Strachan  approved  the  leverage  on  the  damn  thing  [unintel- 
ligible] 

ZIEGLER:       [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:     And  there's  no  talk  about  the  three-fifty. 
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Not  at  all.   I  don't  think  there  was  any  talk  about  the 
three-fifty  until  into  April. 

Oh,  yes  there  was.  March  twenty-first.  We  had  a  talk 
about  it. 


ZIEGLER:       You  sure? 

PRESIDENT:     I'm  sure.  Dean  told  me,  Dean  talked  about  the  three-fifty 
that  Haldeman  had  [unintelligible].   Hell  yes.   I  said  — 

ZIEGLER:       On  the  twenty-f irst? 

PRESIDENT:     That  was  part  of  the  whole  God  damned  investigation. 
I  —  my  point  is  he  may  have  told  me  a  little  before, 
that's  why  I  left  that  a  little  loose.   But  up  until 
the  seventeenth,  uh,  at  least  we  had  another  talk.   It  was 
some  conversation  about  how  —  I  said,  "We  can't  [unintel- 
ligible].  The  point  is,  that  we've  got  the  whole  God 
damn  thing  for  the  month  of  March,  Ron.   For  whatever  it's 
worth.   But  you,  you,  you  can  hear  what  kind  of  crap  It 
is. 

ZIEGLER:       That's  right.   [Unintelligible]  after  the  [unintelligi- 
ble] after  the  investigation,  after  a  full  ten  months  of 
a  thorough  investigation  by  the  Justice  Department 
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and  putting  trust  In  the  people  around  you,  that  this 
was  being  handled  while  you  were  in  the  process  of 
everything  else  that  happened  in  1972.  God  damn  it, 
in  March,  when  this  started  coming  to  you, 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


ZIEGLER: 


you  can  tell  by  your  reactions  that 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


ZIEGLER: 


you  were  saying,  "What  in  the  hell  is  this  going  on?"  And  — 


PRESIDENT:     I  should  have  reacted  before  the  twenty-first  of  March, 
actually.   Dean  shouldn't  have  had  to  come  in  to  me 
with  the  "cancer  in  the  heart  of  the  presidency,"  which, 
to  his  credit  he  did. 


ZIEGLER: 


Yes,  that's  right. 


PRESIDENT:     He  did.  Haldeman  didn't  tell  me  that;  Ehrlichman  didn't 
tell  me  that. 

ZIEGLER:       And  actually  when  John  Dean  did  that,  on  the  twenty- 
first  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah.  Yeah.  Why  do  you  think  that,  that  he  did  it? 
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ZIEGLER:       Well,  I  think  if  he  wouldn't  have,  uh,  you  would  not 

have  been  [unintelligible].   It  would  have  not  have  been 

the  thing  that  you  would  have  knew,  which  you  did,  on  the 

matter  relating  to  [unintelligible] 
[Bull  enters] 

PRESIDENT:     Manolo  — 

ZIEGLER:       Bob  and  John. 

PRESIDENT:     How  you  getting  along  with  those  calls  ?   About  through? 


BULL': 


PRESIDENT: 


Yes,  sir,   I'm  loegine  them  lunintelligible] . 

If  you  get  It  down  to  an  hour,  I  can  get  them  done 
tonight,  maybe. 


BULL: 


All  right,  sir.   Fine. 


PRESIDENT: 


Fine, 


BULL: 


By  the  way,  I  found  that  I  just  can't  —  not  able  to 
reproduce  them,  so  I,  I'm  writing  them  down  by  numbers 
[unintelligible]  it,  it's,  it's  faster.   I'm  just  logging 
the,  uh  —  on  a  sequential  counter. 


PRESIDENT: 


Can  they  do  that,  or  what? 


BULL: 
PRESIDENT: 


I've  got  them  all  on  one  tape.   [Unintelligible] 
Great. 
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[Sighs]   God,  I'm  worn  out. 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


But,  at  least  It's  worthwhile  to  do. 

Well  you  know  I  wondered,  frankly,  Ron,  when  I  first 
saw,  uh,  heard  about  the  God  damn  story,  that  Haldeman 
[unintelligible]  people  in  the  Watergate.   I  mean,  God, 
maybe  we  were  talking  about  a  cover-up  —  Watergate.   I 
really  didn't.   I  didn't  know  what  the  hell  —  I  honestly 
didn't  know. 


ZIEGLER:       I  don't  remember,  when,  when  I  looked  at  that  log,  and  I  saw 

myself  at  this  meeting  on  the  fourteenth,  I  said,  "What  on 
earth  is  he  talking  about?"  Then  I  immediately  recalled 

that  on  the  fifteenth  there  was  a  press  conference,  and 

then  I  immediately  recalled  that  that  was  the  period 

when  we  were  talking  about  Gray,  and  Dean  was  being  asked 

to  appear,  and  we  were  preparing  the  President  as  to  how 

he  would  respond  to  executive  privilege,  and  would  his 

counsel  go  up,  and  television  before  the  Ervin  Coinniittee 
hearings,  and  anticipating  those  kinds  of  questions. 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


What  is  your  view,  Ron,  as  to  how  we  should,  we  handle 

the  whole  Dean  problem  and  so  forth  and  so  on?   I  don't  know, 

uh,  it's,  uh,  I  suppose  it's  the  deal  [unintelligible]  to  the 

press.  John  Dean  after  the  President.  [Unintelligible]  it's  not  new. 

I  think  we  let,  uh,  let  Dean  run  his  string  a  little  bit. 
At  least  that's  what  I'd  do  at  this  point, 
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PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 


ZIEGLER: 


and  not,  uh,  respond  — 


PRESIDENT:     We  can't  let  it  run  to  the  point  that  it  hurts  us  too 
much . 

ZIEGLER:       No,   No. 

PRESIDENT:     Anywhere,  anywhere  we're  doing  the  —  Well,  you  counter- 
act —  You,  you,  you  at  least  denied  it,  I  suppose. 

ZIEGLER:       Yes,  sir. 

PRESIDENT:     We've  denied  that  anything  before  —  and  sometimes  they've 
been  proved  true. 

ZIEGLER:       Huh.  Well,  not  many  that  were  denied. 

PRESIDENT:     No.  No.   I  know  that,  but  you're  then  kind  of  scrambling 
all  around. 

ZIEGLER:       Yes,  sir.   And  then,  if  it  begins  to  hurt  too  much,  I 

would  think  that  we  would  bring  Moore  into  a  backgrounding 
session  probably  with  a  member  of  the  prosecuting  — 

PRESIDENT:     Can  you  do  that? 

ZIEGLER:       Moore?  Not  directly,  maybe.  You  see  that's  a  problem. 

PRESIDENT:     You  see,  he's  a  witness  in  the  God  damn  case  himself. 
He's  got  some  vulnerability. 
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ZIEGLER:       Well,  then  maybe  we  do  It  through  a  third  party.   Maybe 
Buzhardt  will  do  it  or  something.   Begin  to  get  a 
backfire  — 

PRESIDENT:     The,  the  background  —  what?  That  there  —  that  these 
thirty-five  [unintelligible]  he  spoke  about 


ZIEGLER: 


were  really  twenty  meetings,  thirteen  phone  calls 


PRESIDENT: 


thirteen  phone  calls  — 


ZIEGLER: 


and  they  related  to  Ervin  Committee, 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


ZIEGLER: 


uh.  Gray  hearings  — 


PRESIDENT:     I  know.  And  nothing  before  the  twenty-seventh.   That 
they  related  to  this,  this,  this,  this,  this,  this, 
this  and  this.   Not  till  the  twenty-first  of  March  did 
he  come  in  and  talk  about  a  cover-up. 

ZIEGLER:       And  he  did  not  in  any  way  suggest  that  he  was  invovled 
directly.  Yet  — 

PRESIDENT:     On  the  twenty-first  he  did. 


ZIEGLER: 


Did  he? 
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PRESIDENT:     He  said,  "Even  Dean."  See,  I  re~  Then,  what  I  gave 
you  in  these  notes  here,  he  suggested  that  Dean  might 
be  called,  too.   Remember  how  he,  where  he  said,  "Be- 
cause I've  been  over  this  like  a  blanket?" 


ZIEGLER: 


Yeah. 


PRESIDENT:     But  then  I  said,  "But  you  had  no  knowledge."  It  hit 
him  hard.   He  said,  "No,  you  —  "  You  see,  I  was 
really  trying  to  get  him  to  God  damn  axe. 


ZIEGLER: 


Right . 


PRESIDENT: 


All  the  way  through  this . 


ZIEGLER: 


Sure. 


PRESIDENT:     [Unintelligible]  anybody  else  around  here  trying  to  get 
him  to  axe,  in  my  opinion.   Oh  well,  there  were. 


ZIEGLER: 


You  think  so?   [Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:     Each  of  them  have  other  fish  to  fry.   And  they  were  concerned 
lunintelligible]  didn't  want  to  bum  Mitchell  unless  —  I 
didn't  want  to  bum  Mitchell. 

ZIEGLER:       That's  right. 
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PRESIDENT:     The  key  to  this  thing,  Ron,  is  Mitchell.  Always  been 
the  key.  You  haven't  had  a  cover up.   Dean  did  it  — 
shit,  he  didn't  do  it  for  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman.  He 
[unintelligible]  himself. 


ZIEGLER: 


Mitchell. 


PRESIDENT:     He  did  it  for  John  Mitchell.   So  did  Magruder  do  it 
for  Mitchell.   Magruder  lied  for  Mitchell.   You  know 
that . 


ZIEGLER: 


Sure. 


PRESIDENT:     That's  the  tragedy  of  the  whole  thing.  Mitchell  would 
never  step  up  to  this.  Well,  I  suppose,  would  you? 
No.  No.   Former  Attorney  General  step  up  and  say  you 
bugged?  Shit,  I  wouldn't.  What  I  would  step  up  and 
say:   "Look,  I  haven't  approved  a  God  damn  thing  and 
so  forth  but  I  take  responsibility  for  it  bah,  bah, 
bah,  bah,  you  know,  and  I'm  going  to  take,  uh,  take,  uh, 
you  know,  uh,  a  suspended  sentence  or  a  misdemeanor  slapped 
in  the  face  or  whatever  the  hell  it's  going  to  be."  But 
once  denied  —  under  oath  —  uh,  he  was  stuck.  See? 
God  damn. 


ZIEGLER: 


The  perjury's   the   thing  that   is    the  problem. 


PRESIDENT : 


Hm? 
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The  perjury's  the  thing  that  is  the  problem  involved. 

For  him  now.  Yes.  But  you  notice  Dean  advanced  Mitchell, 
right  to  the  last  [unintelligible]  Mitchell  was  not  in- 
volved. Dean  knew  [unintelligible]  guilty  now. 

[Unintelligible] 

What?   [Unintelligible]  report.  He  suborned  Magruder 
to  perjury  in  Mitchell's  presence.  That's  the,  that's 
the  major  lie  in  this  whole  God  damn  thing,  Ron. 

Dean  knew,  again. 

Of  course  he  knew  it.  He  knew  all  of  this. 


ZIEGLER: 


Sure  he  did. 


PRESIDENT:     He  knew  all  of  it.  He  didn't  tell  me.  You  hear  any 
of  that  in  here? 

ZIEGLER:       No,  sir.   I  can't.   But  the  prosecutor's  — 

PRESIDENT:     But,  but  you  see,  in  fairness  to  Dean,  when  he  mentioned 
the  fact  that  Strachan  was  involved,  he  mentioned  the 
fact  that,  uh,  that,  uh,  that  it  was  not  well  to  let  it 
all  hang  out ,  that  Ehrlichman  might  have  a  problem  and 
so  forth,  he  might  well  have  drawn  the  conclusion,  Ron, 
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that  the  President  wanted  him  to  keep  the  lid  on. 

ZIEGLER:       Yeah.   The  political  lid  in  the  Ervin  Committee  hearings, 
not  the  legal  lid  in  terms  of  the  trial. 

PRESIDENT:     That's  the  difference.  I  see. 

ZIEGLER:       That's  the  difference.  That's  the  conclusion  I  had 
during  this  whole  period.  Yeah. 

PRESIDENT:     We  were  talking  about  the  Ervin  Committee. 

ZIEGLER:       That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:     We  weren't  talking  about  the  trial.   The  trial  was  over. 

ZIEGLER:       We  were,  we  were  concerned  about  the  Ervin  Committee  and 
what  they  would  press  for  in  terms  not  of  illegality,  but 
in  terms  of  political  embarrassment.   Uh,  you  know,  of, 
of,  uh,  of,  uh,  uh,  some  of  the,  some  — 

PRESIDENT:     Well,  in  any  event  — 

ZIEGLER:       But  the  Justice  Department  — 

PRESIDENT:     Don't  you  think  it's  interesting  though  to  run  through 
this?.  Really,  the  God  damn  record  is  not  bad,  is  it? 

ZIEGLER:       There's  no  —  I'm  not  [unintelligible]  Watergate.   Makes 
me  feel  very  good. 
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Well  ~ 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT : 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT; 


ZIEGLER: 


Not  that  I  — 

It's  not  comfortable  for  me,  because  I  was  sitting 
there  like  a  dumb  turkey. 

It's  a  Rosh  — 

Not  so  much  reacting  to  some  of  these  God  damned 
things,  because  — 

It's  a  Roshoman  theory. 

Hm? 

It's  a  Roshoman  theory.   Five  men  sit  in  a 
room,  and  what  occurs  in  that  room  or  what  is  said  in 
that  room  means  something  different  to  each  man  based 
upon  his  perception  of  events  that  preceded  it.  And 
that  is  exactly  what  this  is.   Exactly  what  it  is. 

But  I  did  say,  you  know,  you  know,  when  he  mentioned 
Magruder,  Sloan  pissing  on  each  other,  and  I  said  the 
good  thing  to  do  is  cut  it  off  at  the  pass.   I  want 
them  —  Well,  that's  Ervin  Committee,  I  msut  admit. 

Just  totally  Ervin  Committee. 
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PRESIDENT:     Well,  Dean  —  Suppose  Dean  goes  out  and  says  something? 

ZIEGLER:       Well,  that's  why  I  think  we  should  let,  let  Dean  run 
his  string,  because  he's  saying  so  much,  or  so  much 
is  being  said  for  him 


PRESIDENT: 


Uh  huh. 


ZIEGLER: 


that  all  is  becoming  so  confused  and  distorted.  That's 
why  we  can't  begin  to,  at  this  point  —  this  is 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


ZIEGLER: 


only  my  judgment 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


ZIEGLER:       to  begin  to  respond  clip  by  clip  to  everything  that 

PRESIDENT:     I  couldn't  agree  more. 

ZIEGLER:       [unintelligible]  says  about  you.   Because  actually  Dean 
has,  uh,  well,  a  tendency,  coming  out  of  all  this  very 
poised,  and  very,  you  know  — 

PRESIDENT:     You  think  he  will? 

ZIEGLER:       Urn  huh.  And  then  he  will  have  to  be  cracked,  or  dealt 
with  in  some  way  which  we  should  determine  down  the 
line,  you  know.   Uh  — 

PRESIDENT:     Like  what?  What  would  be  the  other  way  except  for  cracking? 
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I  think  just  right  on  that  position. 


PRESIDENT:     Not  really  an  option,  you  know.   [Unintelligible] 
built  up  quite  a  bit. 


ZIEGLER: 


[Unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT:     Let  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  and  the  rest  of  them  take 
him  on.  The  tendency  of  lawyers  to  overstate 


ZIEGLER: 


Yes,  sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


is  very  clear  based  on  this.   Isn't  it? 


Yes,  sir. 


PRESIDENT : 


We've  got  him  dead  to  rights  on  that,  Ron,  haven't  we? 


[Bull  enters] 


PRESIDENT:     What  you  got  there? 


BULL: 


The,  uh,  principal  calls,  sir.   The  ones  made  on  —  three 
calls  made  on  March  fourteenth  that  are  relatively 
short  ones. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 
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Uh 


PRESIDENT:     Those  are  the  first  calls  I  made  to  him.   [Unintelligible] 
earlier. 

BULL:         During  the  month  of  March. 

PRESIDENT:     Yeah.   I  didn't  make  any  in  February. 


ZIEGLER: 


BULL: 


ZIEGLER: 


March  tenth  was  the  first  call. 

We  don't  have,  we  don't  have  a  record  of  March  tenth, 
unfortunately,  sir.   It's  from  Camp  David. 


PRESIDENT:     Any  from  Camp  David  I  don't  have  or  Key  Biscayne. 


No.  All  —  there  were  no  calls  before  March. 


PRESIDENT:     There  were  none  before  March.   I  know  that.   I  know  that. 
I  know  that.   I  know  that.   Go  ahead. 


BULL: 


PRESIDENT: 


BULL; 


Uh,  we  have  a  call  that  Zlegler,  that  Ron  placed  in 
your  presence  to,  uh,  to,  uh.  Dean, 

I  don't  care  about  that. 

so,  I  —  it's  noted  on  here.  You've  got  an  extended 
call 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah. 
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on  March  sixteenth.   I'm,  I'm  sorry.   An  extended 
call  on  March  sixteenth  and  a  rather  extended  con- 
versation on  March  twentieth  that'll  run  you  about 
twenty  minutes,  sir.   In  total  a  — 


PRESIDENT:     Each  was  twenty? 


BULL: 


This  final  call,  on  March  twentieth,  that's  the  last  one 
we  have  a  record  of,  sir. 


PRESIDENT:     All  right. 


BULL: 


March  twentieth.   So  what  I  have  is  about  twenty  — 
about  close  to  forty  minutes  of  telephone  calls  or 
better. 


PRESIDENT; 


That's  all  you've  got  recorded? 


BULL: 


That's  all  we  have,  sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


You  don't  have  the  calls  that  I  made  from  Florida?  You're  sure? 


BULL; 


Unfortunately  not.  We  have  no  mechanism  in  Florida,  and, 
uh,  there  is  one  at  Camp  David,  but  it's  only  on  the 
phone  in,  in,  uh,  next  to  your  couch,  down  in  —  I'm  not 
familiar  with  which  phone  it  is. 


PRESIDENT:     Fine.  Okay.   That's  good.  Now,  uh,  this  works  the  same 
as  the  others? 
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Yes,  sir.   It's,  it's  right  off  the  counter  readings. 
It's  set  for  the  first  one  now.   Just 
[unintelligible] 


PRESIDENT: 


I  see.   I  see. 


BULL: 


This  is  only  a  triple  digit,  really.  You  just  assume 
that  it's  a  four  digit  setting  in  there.   I'll  hang 
around.   I'll  be  glad  to  hang  around. 


PRESIDENT:     Yeah.   All  right.   Fine.   Fine.   Fine.   Have  them  give 
you  something  to  eat  out  there.   Fine. 


BULL: 


All  right  sir.   [Unintelligible] 


[Bull  leaves] 


PRESIDENT:      [Unintelligible] 


ZIEGLER: 


We ' re  in  the  — 


PRESIDENT:     You're  not  surprised,  uh,  you  don't  find  anything 

in  his  files  with  regard  to,  uh,  to  records.   My  thought 
with  Haig  was  that  he  probably  took  everything  out. 

ZIEGLER:       Well,  I  wouldn't  think  so,  because,  uh,  because,  uh,  Fred 
was  very  shrewd  in  checking  that.   He  went  not  only 
to  his  meetings  with  you  during  this  period,  but  he 
went  to  previous  periods  back  at,  uh,  routine  type  thing 
where  he  was  involved  in  the  police  chief  meetings.   And 
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also  his  pattern  of  operating  and  there  were  no  mem-con. 
I  recall,  for  example,  there  were  —  the  time  that  we 
were  going  to  bring  that  fellow  from  Virginia  on  board 
as  Supreme  Court  Justice.   If  he  wouldn't  have  done  mem- 
con  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Powell? 


ZIEGLER: 


No,  the,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Poff? 


ZIEGLER:       Poff.   If  he  would  have  done  mem-cons,  there  would  have 
been  a  pattern  in  his  file  that  would  show  that.   And  he 
couldn't  have  taken  out  his  whole  file  and  leave  nothing 
there  each  day.   [Clears  throat]  Not  only  of  meetings 
with  you,  but  just  his  normal  pattern.   And  his  files 
apparently,  according  to  Fred  —  he's  going  to  take 
another  look  at  them  —  are  not  organized  in  that  way. 
And  this  was  always  my  sense.   He's  just  not  that  type 
of  a  disciplined  man. 

PRESIDENT:     Maybe  he's  taken  them  all  out  and  put  them  in  one  place 

over  there?  You  and  Fred  —  have  him  look  carefully,  now. 


ZIEGLER: 


Well,  Fred  looked  pretty  carefully. 
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PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 


PRESIDENT: 


ZIEGLER: 
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I  know,  he  worked  [unintelligible] 

He's  going  to  go  back  and  look  again.  But,  uh,  Fred, 
Fred,  uh,  Fred  doesn't  think  so.   He  wasn't  really  sure. 
Fred  is,  you  know,  his  statements  up  to  this  time  have 
been  all  very  supportive. 

Right.  What  I  was  saying  about  this  crap  is  that  it's 
reassuring  up  to  a  point,  but  in  fact,  uh,  at  least, 
in  this  whole  business  we,  we  sat  there  and  we  conspired 
about  a  coverup  [unintelligible]  or  not.  We  did  talk 
about  it  on  the  twenty-first.   That's  a  tough  conversa- 
tion.  Unless  Haldeman  explains  it  —  which  he  will. 
[Sighs]   But  I  think  we  can  survive  that,  too. 

Yes,  sir. 

Do  you? 

Yeah,  absolutely.   We'll  survive  it  all. 

I  had  the  [unintelligible]  to  recollect  what  I  thought 
that  we'd  have  to  be  facing  a  God  damned  traitor.   Uh, 
I  mean,  why  we  could  raise  a  million  dollars,  as  I  told 
him,  and  then  went  on  to  say,  "But  how  the  hell  would 
you  get  it  to  him?"  It's  wrong,  that's  the  key  thing. 
Haldeman  remembers  that.  He's  got  — 

Sure  he  would  say  that . 
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PRESIDENT:     Hm? 


ZIEGLER:       You  would  not  have,  you  would  have  not  approved  of 
anything. 

PRESIDENT:     Approve  it  —  never, 

ZIEGLER:       Well,  we've  got  the  boys  all  squared  up  thinking  about 
something  else. 
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2:27 
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The  President   talked  with  Mr.   Bull. 
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/ 
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The   President   met  with   Mr.    Bull. 
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The  President  met  with  Mr.  Ziegler. 

The  President  met  with  Mr.  Bull. 

The  President  talked  frith  Gen.  Ualg. 

Tne  President  returned  to  the  second  floor  Residence. 

The  President  talked  \dlth  his  former  Assistant,  H.  R. 
Ealdeman. 

The  President  talked  with  Mr.  Haldeman. 

The  President  talked  with  Mr.  Ziegler. 
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II.  R.    Haldcman 

April  30,    1973  -66-  h  i  .^' 

J  u  :•  J 


I     April 


PM  12:45  12:47         President  placed  long  distance  call  to 

Haldeman  (From  Camp  David  to  Washington) 

10:16  10:20  President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 

from  Oval  Office 

11:50  11:53         President  placecj  local  call  to  Haldeman 


<IS 


May  2,    1973 

AM  10:02  10:04         President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 

from  Oval  Office 

PM  8:44  8:50  President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 

May  3  -  May  8,    1973  ^-IS. 

No  contact  between  the  President  and  Haldeman 


May  9,    1973 

AM  7:38  7:56  President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 

10:27  12:06PM    President  met  with  Haldeman 


May  10,    1973 

AM  11:21  12:05PM    President  met  with  Haldeman 

PM  3:24  3:26  President  received  local  call  from  Haldeman 

4:18  4:20  President  received  local  call  from  Haldeman 

6:01  6:06  President  received  local  call  from  Haldeman 

May  11,    1973 

PM  12:53  2:02  President  met  with  Haldeman 

Gen,    Haig  1:20  -   1:55 

2:56  2:57  Picsident  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
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H.  R.   Haldeman  -67- 

May  12,    1973 


AM  11:12  11:21  President  placed  long  distance  call 

to  Haldeman  (From  Camp  David) 


May  13,    1973 

AM  10:21  10:39         President  placed  long  distance  call 

to  Haldeman  (From  Camp  David) 


May  14  -  May  17,    1973 

President  had  no  contact  with  Haldeman 

May  18,    1973 

PM  1:49  1:52  President  met  with  Haldeman  "^ '^^  o 

3:35  4:34  President  met  with  Haldeman  ^ 

May  20.    1973 

PM  12:26  12:54         President  received  long  distance  call 

from  Haldeman  (From  Camp  David) 

4:11  4:21  President  placed  long  distance  call  to 

Halderr.an 

5:30  5:44  President  received  long  distance  call 

from  Haldeman 

May  21  -  May  25,    1973 

President  had  no  contact  with  Haldeman 

May  26,    1973 

PM  12:11  12:49  President  placed  long  distance  call  to 

Haldeman  (From  Key  Biscayne) 
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PI.  R.    Haldeman 
May  27,    1973 


PM 


7:30 


7:41 
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President  placed  long  distance  call  to 
Haldeman  (From  Key  BIscayne) 


May  29, 

1973 

PM 

1:46 

1:47 

2:04 

3:11 

President  placed  local  call  to  Haldeman 
President  met  with  Haldeman 

Ziegler  2:00-2:05 


June  2,    1973 

AM                10:54 

11:02 

11:38 

11:39 

President  placed  long  distance  call  to 

Haldeman  (From  Camp  David) 
President  placed  long  distance  call  to  ■, 

Halde  man  ^'•^J^: ''  -^ 


June  3.    1973 
PM  12:35 

2:05 


L 


3:29 


4:18 


^OiScij, 


1:11  President  placed  long  distance  call  to 

Haldeman  (From  Camp  David) 

2:16  President  placed  long  distance  call  to 

Halden^an 

3:30  President  placed  long  distance  call  to 

Haldeman 

6:02  President  inot  with.  Haldeman 
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10.     On  June  11,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  that  he  had  been  Informed 
that  a  conversation  between  the  President  and  Dean  on  April  15,  1973  was 
recorded  on  tape  and  requested  access  to  the  tape.  Buzhardt  has  testi- 
fied that  he  spoke  to  the  President  about  Cox's  request.  On  Jane  16,1973 
Buzhardt  wrote  Cox  that  the  tape  of  a  conversation  between  the  President  and 
Dean  on  April  15,  1973  was  a  tape  on  which  the  President  dictated  his 
own  recollections  of  that  conversation  with  Dean  after  It  was  finished 
and  that  It  would  not  be  appropriate  to  produce  that  tape.  On  June  20 
Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  stating  that  according  to  Cox's  Information  the 
President  had  offered  the  tape  to  Assistant  Attorney  General  Henry 
Petersen  while  Petersen  was  In  charge  of  the  Investigation.  Cox  again 
requested  the  recording  of  the  President's  April  15  meeting  with  Dean. 
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ACox/ld 


Juna  11,  1973 


Mr.  J.  Fred  Buzhardt 
Counsal  to  tha  Presidant 
The  White  House 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Jiuzhardt: 

Or.  April  15,  1973,  Attorney  Ganaral  Kleindlenst  and 
Assistant  Attornay  Genaral  Petersen  net  with  the  President 
to  give  him  certain  information  which  had  developed  in  tha 
continuing  investisation  o£  the  Watergate  case.   Assistant 
Attornay  General  Petersen  had  a  number  of  personal  and  telephone 
couversations- with  the  President  on  subsequent  dates. 

Assistant  Attornay  General  Petersen  has  expressed  sorae 
doubt  whether  his  conversations  with  tha  President  are  privi- 
ledged  and  has  therefore  been  reluctant  to  diacuss  then  fully, 
1  have  not  rained  the  question  with  Mr.  Kleindlenst. 

When  Messrs.  Kleiadiaast  and  Petersen  saw  the  President 
each  was  a  Government  official  acting  in  his  official  capacity. 
Consequently,  there  would  seam  to  be  no  basla  whatever  for  any 
suggestion  that  a  lax^yer-client  privilege  attaches  to  any  of 
their  conversations  with  tha  President. 

At  the  hearings  on  cojif ir^iation  Attornay  General  Richardson 
testified  that  the  clain  of  eseCutiva  privilege  would  be  inter- 
posed sparingly,  if  at  all,  to  prevent  present  or  forraer  Govern- 
ment officials  froa  naking  full  disclosure  of  all  infornation 
relevant  to  the  Watergate  investigation,  the  allcdsed  "cover-up" 
or  related  natters.   In  cy  view,  there  is  no  basis  for  such  a 
claia  with  respect  to  the  conversations  in  question.   I  x^ould 
also  suppose  that  the  President  would  not  wish  to  Interpose  it. 

Will  you  please  Inforn  ma  whether  the  President  asserts  any 
clain  of  legal  privilege  or  othar  confidential  relationship  that 
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uoald  prevent  cithar  Mr.  Kleindianst  or  Mr.  Petersen  froa 
nakins  full  and  accurate  diaclosure  about  any  and  all  personal 
or  telephone  conversations  with  tha  'Presidant  about  any  natter 
lavolvlns  or  growing  out  of  tha  prior  or  present  investigation 
of  tha  Watergate  case.   It  uould  also  be  helpful,  if  the  President 
aakas  no  such  claia  for  you  to  iafora  Messrs.  Kleindienat  and 
Petersen  that  tha  President  has  no  objection  to  their  giving  ne 
frank  and  full  information  concerning  all  such  conversations. 

More  specifically,  1  also  request  access  to  a  taeaorandua 
concerning  tha  Watergate  investigation  which  I  understand  to 
have  been  subuitted  to  the  President  by  Mr.  Petersen  shortly 
after  April  15,  1973. 

I  aa  also  inforaad  that  the  President  had  a  conversatloa 
with  John  Dean  on  tha  night  of  April  15  which  was  recorded  on 
tape.   My  understanding  is  that  there  was  either  a  personal 
aeeting,  or  a  telephone  conversation.   I  request  access  to  tha 
tape,  to  hear  it,  and  to  have  a  transcript  oada  for  use  in  our 
investigation. 

Sincerely, 


ASCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


File 

Chr_oi\_e.v 

Kleindienst 
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THE  WHITE   HOUGE 

WAS  H  I  N  GTO  N 

Juno  16,    1973 


Dear  Mr.    Cox: 

We  have  your  letter  of  June  11th  with  regard  to  conversations:  the 
President  .aay  have  had  about  Watergate  with  Attorney  General 
Kleirdienst  and  Assistant  Attorney  Geu.eral  Petersen, 

In  our  view  all  of  these  discussions  are  within  both  executive 
privilege  and  the  attorney- client  privilege.     However  the  President 
has  instructed  me  to  inform  you  and  Mr.    Petersen  that  he  waives 
all  applicable  privileges  with  regard  to  his  conversations  and 
meetings  with  Mr.    Petersen  about  Watergate. 

The  President  also  is  willing  to  permit  Mr.   Petersen  to  provide, 
you  with  a  copy  of  the  memorandum,  from  \Ir.    Petersen  to  the 
President  on  or  about  April  15,   1973.     Nor  does  the  President  object 
to  Mr.    ICeindienst  giving  you  his  acco^irri  of  the  meeting  of  April  15th 
in  which  he  participated  along  with  Mr.   Petersen  or  any  other  matters 
of  which  Mr.    Kleindienst  has  knowledge  concerning  the  Watergate 
breakin  or  efforts  to  cover  it  up. 

We  note  also  yoi'r  request  for  a  tape  of  a  conversation  betweSn.the-    . 
Presidr-nt  ar.d  John  nean  on  the  nij'r.t  cf  April  15th.     The  tape  to 
which  the  President  referred  in  his  discussion  with  Mr.    Petersen 
was  a  tape  on  which  the  President  dictated  his  own  recollections 
of  that  conversation  after  it  was  finished.     It  would,   of  course, 
not  be  appropriate  to  produce  that  tape. 
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Pfonorable  Archibald  Cox 


2- 


Wc  ai-e   sending  copies  of  this  letter  to  Mr.    Kleindienst  and  to 
Mr.    Petersen  as  you  had  requested. 

Sincerely, 


D 


^y^UL-ei- 


/ 


•.   FRED  BUZHARDT 
Special  Counsel  to  the  President 


Honorable  Archibald  Cox 

Special  Prosecutor 

Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force 

1425  K  Street,    N.   W. 

Washington,    D.    C.       20005 


cc:     Hon.    Richard  Kleindienst 
Hon.   Henry  Petersen 
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June  20,  1973 


Mr,  J.  Fred  Bushardc 
Counsel  to  the  President 
The  Wliite  House 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Buzbardt: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  June  16,  1973,  concerning  the 
conversations  between  the  President  and  Attorney  General 
Kleindieniit  and  Assistant  Attorney  General  Petersen.   The 
President's  willingness  to  waive  the  privileges  you  think 
applicable  will  help  us  push  forward  the  investigation  Into 
the  Watergate  affair  and  the  alleged  cover-up.   I  also  ap- 
preciate your  assistance. 

1  cannot  accede  to  your  position,  however,  with  respect  to 
the  tape  recording  of  the  President's  contemporary  recollec- 
tion of  his  conversation  with  John  Dean  on  the  night  of 
April  15,  1973  for  two  reasons: 

First,  according  to  ovir  Infonaatlon,  the  President  offered 
the  tape  to  Assistant  Attorney  General  Petersen  while 
I-iT.  Petersen  was  in  hharga  of  the  investigation.  There  would 
seea  to  be  no  proper  reason  for  allowing  the  Special  Prosecu- 
tor less  access. 

Second,  I  v;ould  think  that  the  President  would  wish  to  niake 
that  recording  of  a  critically  important  conversation  avail- 
able to  those  who  are  charged  with  untangling  the  compli- 
cated facts  concerning  the  alleged  attenpt  to  cover  up  respon- 
sibility for  the  Watergate  break- in. 

Very  serious  charges  relating  to  the  obstruction  of  justice 
have  been  aade  against  >tr.  Dean  and  others,  Mr,  Dean's 
stateinents  on  the  evening  of  April  15,  1973  are  highly 
oaterial  to  his  own  involvenent,  and  they  nay  reveal  much 
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Mr.  J.  Fred  Buishardt 


about  the  involvenent  or  non- involvement  of  others.  Were  any- 
one other  than  the  President  to  have  had  the  conversatxon 
with  Kr.  Dean  on  April  15  and  to  have  dictated  a  conteapor- 
aneourmemorandvEi.  we  would  interview  hiia  about  the  conversa- 
tion and.  if  necessary  or  otherwise  appropriate,  we  would 
sunmon  him  to  appear  before  the  grand  jury.  At  the  same 
time  we  would  insist  upon  receiving  the  contemporary  record 
of  the  witness's  recollection  of  the  conversation. 

In  this  case  the  witness  is  the  President,  ^^ftever  may  be 
the  power  of  the  Judicial  Branch  to  subpoena  bin.  it  if  cer- 
tainly appropriate  to  obtain  information  from  the  President 
in  ways  less  likely  to  interfere  with  the  performance  of  his 
Ssh  responsibilities;  and  it  is  for  this  reason  that  I  have 
thSs  far  confined  myself  to  a  request  for  his  recorded  recol- 
lection.  If  the  President  wants  the  full  facts  developed  wxth- 
out  fear  or  favor  -  as  I  must  assuraa  to  be  the  case  -  then 
surely  he  must  be  willing  for  us  to  have  such  potentially 
Important  tnforaiation  without  argument  about  any  privilege 
he  night  theoretically  assert. 

Will  you  please  let  me  hear  from  you  again  on  this  subject 
soon. 

Sincerely, 


APXHI3ALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


Cox 

File  Chron 
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THE  COURT:   You  nay. 
BY  MR.  3£N-VE.\ISTE: 
Q     Just  readlns  tha  last  paracraph.  It  says: 

"I  ajn  also  informed  that  the  President  had  a 
conversation  v/ith  John  Dean  on  the  night  of  April  15th  v/hich 
was  recorded  on  tape.  Ky  understanding  is  that  there  was  either 
a  personal  moetinc  or  a  telephone  conversation.   I  request 
access  to  the  tape  to  hear  it  and  to  have  a  transcript  r.ade  for 
use  in  our  investication. " 

Do  you  recall  receiving  that  letter? 
A.     Yes,  I  do. 

Q     Thereafter,  did  you  consult  with  the  President? 
A.     Sonetirce  subsequent  thereto  I  did,  and  I  also 
consulted,  I  believe  —  I  believe  I  talked  to  Xr.  Cox  or.  the 

L  telephone  about  that  specific  part  of  the  request,  and  I  may 
have,  as  I  said  before,  talked  to  Mr.  Petersen. 

MR.  BEN-VENISTE:  And  may  we  have  this  narked  as 
the  next  exhibit? 

THE  DEPUTY  CLERK:   Exhibit  No.  53,  marked  for 
identification. 

[Exhibit  No.  53  v;as  .-narked 
for  identification.] 
BY  MR.  BEN-VENISTE: 
ft     Showing  you  Exhibit  53,  Mr.  Buzhardt,  can  you 
Identify  this? 
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r 


referrcfl  in  his  dincussion  \;ith  Vj:.   Peterson  was  a  tape  on  vhich 
the  President  dictated  his  own  recollections  of  that  conversa- 
tion after  it  v/as  finished. 

r.Q  presumably  you  must  have  had  eone  <'.i5CU3sicn  about 
whether  there  was  a  tape  conversation  as  indicated  in  Jir.  Cox's 
request? 

A    I  don't  renember  any  convercation  with  reference  toa 
tapo  recording  of  a  conversation  as  contrasted  to  a  distabelt 
to  the  President's  recollection. 

Q    You  liad  conversation,  you  say,  with  Mr.  Peterfien  about 
this,  is  that  correct,  in  trying  to  respond  — 

A    I  believe  I  did,  I  an   not  suro  I  did,  I  nay  have. 

Q    V7hat  do  you  recall  Ya:.   Petersen  saying? 

A    I  don't  recall  what  Mr.  Petersen  said.   Indeed,  the 
conversation  nay  have  been  with  Mr.  Cox. 

Q    Do  you  recall  Mr.  Cox  saying  in  substance  that  it  vas 
believed  there  was  a  tape  recorded  conversation  t^itwcen  the 
President  and  rir.  Dean? 

A    :Jo,  I  do  not  specifically  recall  and  what  Mr.  Cox  said 
to  ne, 

I  renienber,    again  I  don't  rer-.enber  specifically  wliich 
it  vas,   one  or  t]\G  other  of  then  and  I  believe  it  was  '.'x.   Cox 
inforr^ed  re  of  a   corivcrsation  ho  had  with  :ir.   Petersen. 

Q  L'c,/  rany  occasions  did  you  discuss   this  riattcr  with 

the  President? 
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A    Not  r-.oro  than  onco,  I  an   sure. 

Q    You  dill  have  five  or  six  days  between  tlia  tino  the 
request  was  nada  and  betv.'eon  the  tina  you  responded? 

A  That  is  correct,  Mr.  Ben-Veniste,  and  I  night  say  we 
had  at  that  tine  nuaerouo  rGquests  from  Mr.  Cox,  rost  of  which 
vere  complied  with. 

0    Do  you  recall  —  I  won't  get  into  that,  and  try  to 
focus  on  what  v.-e  are  hero  about  nor-/. 

Do  you  recall  on  what  day  you  had  this  conversation 
with  tlie  President? 

A    Ko,  I  do  not. 

Q    Do  you  have  a  log  which  would  indicate  or  a  diary? 

A    There  is  a  log,  I  an  sure  it  would  show  the  days  I 
had  conversations  with  the  Tresidcnt  but  I  do  not  recall  which 
one  specifically  tlds  ratter  was  discussed  on. 

Q    So  you  nay  havo  liad  several  convGrsationo  with  the 
President  between  the  tine  you  received  this  letter  and  the 
tino  you  responded  to  it;  however,  you  are  certain  in  your  m.nd 
that  tliare  was  only  one  conversation  between  you  and  the 
rresident  in  which  this  natter  was  discussed? 

A     No,  I  had  been  less  than  certain  but  T  certainly 
don't  recall  the  specific  ocnversation  but  I  don't  think  I  vould 
have  discussed  it  with  hir.  twice. 

Q    Did  you  sho^/  the  proposed  response  or  draft  letter  to 
.'Jr.  Ccx  to  the  President  before  i-ou  had  sent  it? 
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A  t-'o. 

0  Did  you  inaicate  to  tho  President  in  substance  hou 

you  would  handle  or  handled  IW.  Cox's  rGcrusat? 

A  I  diacussed   tiie  imuirics  v:lth  hin  but  after  that  I 

did  not  cjo  back  and  go  through  ^;ith  the  correspondence,  no. 

I  bolieva  on  that  date,   to  give  you  a  bettor  under- 
standing of  it,  we  ansvercd  a  na-J^er  of  Jlr.   Cox' 3  inquiries  at 

about  that  tir^. 

Q  Do  i-ou  recall  whether  anyone  else  was  present  at  the 
tir4>:  you  had  this  conversation  with  tho  President  in  which  tho 
response  to  Mr.  Cox's  leScr  was  discusscKi? 

h         No,  I  don't  bgliGVQ  anyona  else  was  present. 
0    ^-hen  you  discussed  v;ith  tae  President  the  question  of 
tha  response  did  you  have  in  p.ind  what  :ir.  Cox  had  indicated 
Mr.  Petersen  had  told  the  Special  Prosecutor's  office? 

A    I  probably  did  but  I  don't  specifically  recall, 

Mr.  Bon-Vcniste. 

Q    Did  you  ask  tha  President  in  substanco  why  he  vould 
want  to  play  a  dictabelt  of  the  President's  recollection  to 
Mr.  Petersen  in  order  for  \M.   Petersen  to  catisfy  hirself  to 
hearing  the  President's  voice  of  his  mm  recollections  rather 
than  T:orely  naying  ho  nado  a  menoranduTs  of  the  converr„itlcn  an- 
ahov:ing  th^t  to  Mr.  Petersen  rather  than  talking  about  a  cap^ 
recorded  conversation? 

Iin.  PO^rSRS:   Your  :'.onor,  wo  object  to  thi.-..   7his  is 
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going   far  afield,    it   is  argur;-:ntativa  as  to  \t\v/  the  Prosi'-cnt 

didn't  do  this  or  clo  that,    it   is  not  gornrina  to  tho   inquiiri'. 

VJIE  COU.TT:      Objection  ovcrrulod. 

THE  VflTlIESS:      llo,    I  don't  recall.      I   certainly  do  not 
recall. 

BY  MR.  nnJ-VSTIIST-: : 
Q    In  substance? 

A    Inquiring  of  the  Tresident  cjaastioning  why  he  did  this 
or  that? 

Q    Did  the  President  ever  advisa  you  at  or  al>out  th^t 
tlrce  when  )ie  dictated  his  recollection? 

h         I  am  not  sure  whethar  ha  advised  ne  with  reference  tc 
this  specific  dictaholt  or  not,   1  am  sure  at  sono  point  ho 
advised  ir>e  that  he  frequently  did  dictate  his  recollections. 

Q    Are  you  saying  you  vroto  this  letter  to  Mr.  Cox  saying 
that  the  President  was  referring  to  fir.  Petersen  in  his  conversa- 
tion with  ViT.   Petersen  to  a  dictaL-elt  of  recollections  but  th.it 
you  had  not  had  a  conversation  with  the  President  about  this? 

?«.  PCysSRS:   If  Your  Honor  please,  I  object. 

rait,  Mr.  Euzhanlt,  that  is  not  a  correct  statement 
of  te3tir"£>ny  vhich  we  have  huGn   over  tiric  and  tit-a  again. 

THE  CO'Jrrr:  Iiavs  you  finished? 

I!R.  PO/rEnS:   Yes,  sir. 

CTIE  CO'JT^Vx      Lot  no  ash  co»innel   for  the  Covemr'cr'.t : 
Vfliat  iV*  t'.-»o  basis   for  your  question  on  cross-oxarcination? 
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im.  BEn-VHMISTKj   I  thouglit  the  witnosa  just  rcs- 
l>on<lad  in  a  nannor  inconsistent  vith  his  fomor  testinony,  oo 
I  wanted  to  clarify  it.  I  thought  ::r.  Burshardt  said  tho" 
President  specifically  nusntionod  a  dictabelt  of  hia  recollec- 
tion so  tl-^t  in  his  conversation  with  :ir.  Buzhardt  preparatory 
to  Mr.  nuzhardt's  June  16  response  to  Mr.  Cox. 

Lot  na  stop  there  and  ask  if  that  Is  the  case? 
TIIE  wn.TZSSi  That  is  correct. 
BY  MR.  BKJ-VEKISTEl 
Q    Ky  question  then  io:  Did  thcr  Prosiilpnt  on  that 
occasion  indicate  to  you  when  ho  had  dictatetl  his  recolloction 
of  the  meeting? 

THE  COORT:  Ho  nay  answer. 

niF.  OTTJIESSj   I  don't  recall  hin  so  indicating, 
although  at  some  point  within  tliat  convfirsation  or  another  I 
had  been  infornad  that  he  did  frequently  dictate  his  recol- 
lect icns.   It  would  have  been  in  tlxat  conversation,  I  don't 

know. 

BY  rill.  BEII-VCHISTE: 
Q    Is  that  prior  to  your  responding  to  Itr.  Cox  on  the 
ICth  of  Juno? 
U      A    Yes. 

0    So  that  it  is  fair  to  cay  the  President  said  both, 
that  he  had  boon  referring  in  Ms  conversation  vith  Mr.  Poterscn 
to  a  dictabelt  ro.cording  of  his  recollections  specifically  and 
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11.     On  June  11,  1973  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt  requesting  that  an  Inventory 
be  made  of  the  contents  of  any  and  all  the  files  of  Mitchell,  LaRue, 
Liddy,  Strachan,  Colson,  Chap in,  Ehrlichman,  Haldeman,  Dean,  Hunt,  Krogh 
and  Young,  and  files  relating  to  the  Pentagon  Papers  investigation  and 
the  Special  Investigations  Unit.  On  June  16  Buzhardt  informed  Cox  that 
the  President  alone  had  the  authority  to  order  an  inventory  of  the  files 
and  that  Cox's  proposal  would  be  reviewed  with  the  President.  On  Jtme 
21,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  renewing  the  request.  Cox  has  testified 
that  after  a  period  of  many  weeks  he  was  told  by  Buzhardt  that  there  could 
be  no  agreement  on  such  an  inventory. 
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Juue  11,  1973 


Honorable  J.  Fred  Uuzhardt 
Couasel  to  the  President 
Tli3  VHiiCe  House 
Washinston,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Buzhardt: 

-'I  am  vnriting  to  request  that  an  accurate  Inventory  ba  oada 
of  the  contents  of  any  and  all  the  files  of  the  following 
individuals  now  in  the  t-Tnite  Eousa  or  E::ecutive  Offices:  Messrs. 
Mitchell,  LaP^ue,  Liddy,  Strachan,  Colson^  Cliaoin,  Ehrllchnan, 
Haldaaan,  Dean,  Hunt,  Krogh  and  Young. 

I  also  request  that  full  inventories  be  nada  of  any  and  all 
fiLles  relating  to  any  actual  or  potential  Pentagon  Papers  lirvesti- 
gation,  including  the  break-in  into  the  office  of  Ellsbsrg's 
psychiatrist  Dr.  Fielding;  to  the  plaxuiing  for  and  activities  of 
the  Intelligence  Evaluation  Cozmittee  created  in  1970;  and  to  the 
crsatloa  and  activities  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  set  up 
within  the  IThite  House  during  the  weak  following  publication  of 
the  Pentagon  Papers. 

The  proper  perforjaanca  of  ny  duties  xjill  require  access  to 
soiae  or  all  of  these  files.  You  have  not  agreed  that  general 
access  is  appropriate.  The  difference  remains  open.  I  do  urge 
upon  you  not  only  that  my  present  request  for  an  iaaediats  __ 
Inventory  is  proper  and  should  ba  granted,  but  also  that  the 
making  of  a  complete  inventory  at  this  time  is  in  the  best  Interests 
of  everyone  concerned. 

I  also  request  to  be  furnished  copies  of  the  inventories  as 
they  proceed. 

If  you  agree  to  this  request  ve  should  have  no  difficulty 
agreeing  upon  the  proper  persons  to  nake  the  inventories  and  the 
instructions  which  they  should  be  given. 

Sincerely, 

000933 


"^C^Jus^ 


ARCyiEALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


(258) 


21.2     J.    FRED  BVZHARDT  LETTER.   JUNE  16.    1973      ^ 


THE  WHITE    HOU; 

VVA  S  H  I  N  GTO  N 

June  16,    1973 


Dear  Mr.    Cox: 

We  have  your  letter  of  June  11th  requesting  that  an  accurate 
inventory  be  made  of  the  contents  of  any  and  all  files  of  12 
named  individuals  that  may  now  be  in  the  Custody  of  the 
White  House,    as  well  as  of  files  relating  to  any  of  three 
subjects  described  by  you. 

We  advised  you  when  we  met  June  6th  that  we  would  consider 
your  suggestion  that  aai  inventory  be  made  of  the  files.     We 
intend  to  give  careful  thought  to  that  proposal  and  to  review 
it  with  the  President,   who  alone  would  have  authority  to  order 
an  inventory  of  the  files.     It  has  not  been  possible  to  do  that  as 
yet.     We  will  advise  you  of  our  decision  as  soon  as  we  are  able 
to  do  so. 

In  the  meantime,   the  documents  are  \mder  security  precautions 
that  have  been  described  to  you  in  my  letters  of  June  1st  and  12th. 
As  those  letters  make  clear,   these  Presidential  papers  are  in 
the  custody  of  the  President  but  are  constantly  guarded  by  the 
Secret  Service  and  access  to  them  is  carefully  linnited  under 
rules  that  make  certain  that  there  can  be  no  additions  to, 
removal  fron-i,    or  alterations  in  any  of  the  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  documents  to  which  you  refer.       These  security  arrangements 
ensure  the  integrity  of  the  impoxinded  files  pending  the  time  when 
a  decision  is  made  on  whether  they  should  be  inventoried. 


•U.   FRED  BUZHARDT 

Special  Counsel  to  the  President 


Honorable  Archibald  Cox 
Special  Prosecutor 
Department  of  Justice 
Washington.    D.   C.     20  530 
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Jma  21,  1973 


Irr.  J.  Fred  Biizhardt 
Co'jnaal  to  the  Presidaot 
The  WbdLtss  House 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Hr.  Buzhardt: 

Tharic  you  for  your  letter  of  June  16  concerning 
our  request  for  aa  inventory  of  certain  specified  files. 

I  do  hope  that  you  will  reach  a  favorable  decision 
at  an  early  data.  Infomation  concerning  the  organization 
of  White  House  files  and  sotaa  identification  of  the  contents 
of  thosa  which  aay  he  critical  are  indispensable  to  intelli- 
gent investigation  of  the  documents  that  :uay  prove  or 
disprove  many  of  the  allegations  now  being  made  concerning 
the  involvsnent  of  various  individxials  in  an  effort  to 
cover  up  responsiblity  for  the  Watergate  incident.  I 
cannot  believe  that  there  is  any  abstract  policy  bo 
linportaat  as  to  justify  withholding  access  to  papers  of  such 
critical  ixaportance  in  digging  out  tha  truth  concerning 
this  vexed  problem. 

Jtaklng  the  inventory  will  probably  take  a  considerable 
period.  May  I  suggest  that  there  could  not  be  any- fNossible 
prejudice  in  having  the  work  started  while  you  are  s'tnidying 
our  request. 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 

File 

^^  000953 
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of  the  room — -but  in  a  particular  room  where  they  had  been  under 
what  I  was  assured  hy  Mr.  Buzhardt  were  secure  conditions,  and  if 
he  ^avc  me  that  assurance  I  am  sure  that  it  is  true. 

There  are  a  lot  of  those  papers.  Many  of  them  are  relevant,  I  think, 
to  the  inquiiies  which  I  was  charged  with  making.  Of  course,  many 
of  them  aren't,  and  the  problem  arose,  well,  how  do  we  separate  out 
the  ones  that  are  from  the  ones  that  aren't?  My  proposal  to  the  White 
House  counsel  was  that  we  have  an  inventory  made.  I  proposed  that 
last  June.  Then  at  least  we  would  have  had  some  guidance  as  to  the 
ones  for  which  there  was  at  least  some  indication  of  their  relevance; 
and  I  wouldn't  be  in  a  position  of  seeking  to  pry  into  things  that 
were  none  of  my  business.  I  didn't  think  it  would  hurt  the  national 
interest  to  see  them,  but  still  it  would  be  none  of  my  business. 

After  a  period  of  many  weeks,  I  was  told  by  Mr.  Buzhardt  that 
there  could  be  no  agreement  on  such  an  inventory,  and  I  infer  from 
that — but  it  is  inference — that  the  papers  in  that  room  are  regaixled 
as  privileged.  Some  of  them,  I  think  some  papers,  taken  from  that 
room,  again,  let  me  be  fair,  were  turned  over  to  my  office,  for  example, 
the  ITT  files  that  Fielding  kept,  and  the  other  mentioned  yesterday — - 
Strachan's  political  action  memoranda — but  I  am  siu-e  there  are  a  lot 

,ore  as  to  which  privilege  was  being  asserted. 

Senator  Btrd.  The  President  indicated  as  follows: 

"We  will  not  provide  Presidential  documents  to  a  Special 
Prosecutor." 

This  would  mean,  then,  that  the  Special  Prosecutor  could  not  avail 
himself  of  the  judicial  process  in  the  future  to  obtain  Presidential 
tapes,  memoranda,  handwritten  notes,  papers  and  other  documents? 

Mr.  Cox.  That  certainly  is  the  implication  of  that  statement  if  I 
caught  it  correctly.  Mr.  Bork  has  made  statements  that  said  the 
Special  Prosecutor,  as  he  envisaged  it,  would  have  more  power. 

Senator  Byrd.  Then  how  could  any  Special  Prosecutor  appointed 

jby  the  President,  no  matter  what  guidelines  guaranteed  him  by  the 

Congress,  pursue  these  matters  through  judicial  process,  which  may 

be  necessary,  and  not  be  fired  by  the  Attorney  General  for  disobeying 

an  explicit  Presidential  order? 

Mr.  Cox  I  had  thought  that  if  he  were  given  the  power  by  statute, 
and  the  oflBce  were  created  by  statute,  that  he  would  be  able  to  exercise 
those  powers.  But  }^ou  may  be  right  that  if  he  is  subject  to  unrestricted 
dismissal  for  exercising  them  that  the  dismissal  would  prevent  him 
from  doing  it  and  that,  therefore,  if  the  President  were  to  make  the 
appointment  there  would  have  to  be  some  restriction  on  dismissal. 

Senator  Byrd.  The  President,  in  his  news  conference,  spoke  of  the 
proposition  as  follows:  Attorney  General  Richardson  approved  of  this 
proposition,  alluding  to  the  proposition  that  had  been  worked  out 
whereby  Senator  Stermis  would  verify  the  President's  smnmary  of 
what  was  on  the  tapes,  and  I  suppose  included  in  the  other  memoranda 
included  in  the  subpoena. 

Attorney  General  Richardson  approved  of  this  proposition.  Senator  Baker  and 
Senator  Ervin  were  fully  informed  of  the  proposition  in  its  entirety  and  approved 
of  the  proposition.  Mr.  (?ox  was  the  only  one  that  rejected  it.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, when  he  rejected  it,  and  indicated  that  despite  the  approval  of  the 
Attorney  General  and,  of  course,  of  the  President,  when  he  rejected  the  proposal, 
I  had  no  choice  but  to  dismiss  him. 
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12.     On  June  13,  1973  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt  and  requested  copies  or 
excerpts  from  logs  showing  the  dates  and  times  of  meetings  and 
telephone  calls  between  the  President  and  fifteen  named  individuals. 
Cox  has  testified  that  he  received  documents  showing  meetings  and  con- 
versations between  the  President  and  Dean,  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman, 
Petersen  and  Mitchell.  Halg  has  stated  that  Cox  was  told  that  the 
President  had  no  meetings  with  Strachan,  Chapin,  Liddy  and  Hunt. 
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12.1  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 
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AC :  aais 

June   13.    1973 


Kr.    J.    Fred    Buzhardt. 
Counsel    to    tha   President 
The   White   House 
Washinston,,  D.    C. 


Dear   Mr.    Buzhardt: 


r, 


I  act  writing  to  request  copies  of  or  excerpts  from 
all  logs,  diaries  or  slailar  records  showing  the  dates 
and  exact  times  of  every  meeting  or  telephone  call  between 
the  President  and  any  of  the  following ^individuals  between 
June  13.  1972  and  the  present  date: 

Messrs:   Mitchell 
LaRue 
Liddy 
Strachan 
ColsoD 
Chapin 
Ehrlichuan 
Haldenan 
Dean 
Hunt 
Krogh 
Young 

JCleindienst 
Gray 
Petersen 


L 


It  would  be  helpful  for  you  to  start  with  and  supply 
first  a  record  showing  the  dates  and  tines  of  any  personal 
conversations  or  telephone  calls  between  the  President  and 
Messrs.  Dean,  Petersen  or  Mitchell  between  March  1,  1973 
and  the  present  date. 


^jJsU  000938 
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2. 

You  v;lll  understand  that  our  request  for  such 
records  Is  without  prejudice  to  our  position  that  we 
should  be  given  access  to  all  recordings  and  aenoranda 
showing  the  substance  of  any  such  conversations.   Sim- 
ilarly, your  supplying  the  bare  record  of  persons,  tlctes 
and  dates  would  be  without  prejudice  to  any  objection 
you  night  make  to  supplying  Infornatlon  ou  the  substance 
of  the  conversations. 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


000939 
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some  iiist:infes  guilt  of  wrongdoing,  is  in  the  White  House  or  Execu- 
tive Offices.  I  nin  not  referring  to  tapes  alone,  and  I  am  not  referring 
to  Watergate  alone.  I  am  referring  to  a  wide  variety  of  papers.  This 
is  a  subject  on  which  I  want  to  be  just  as  accurate  as  I  possibly  can 
because  it  has  been  a  matter  of  inconsistent  assertions  between  myself 
and  General  Haig.  I  am  relying  primarily  on  the  paper  put  together 
for  me  as  of  October  17,  as  to  what  information  we  had  obtained  nnd 
what  information  we  had  not  obtained,  antl  I  said  on  the  basis  of  that 
paper,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  true,  that  on  the  whole  our  efforts  to 
obtain  information  by  the  White  House  bore  frustration  and  dela^ 
and  that  it  was  not  forthcoming. 

General  Haig  said  yesterday  on  a  public  television  show: 

Nothing  could  be  further  from  the  truth.  We  have  provided  him  with'  a  full 
array  of  documentary  evidence.  Where  the  President  has  taken  issue  with  Pro- 
fessor Cox  has  been  on  the  subject  of  those  limited  documents  involving  personal 
discussions  by  the  President  himself  and  memoranda  covering  the  substance  of 
those  discussions.  All  of  the  other  data  has  been  provided. 

I  thought  under  the  circumstances  I  should  give  you  the  informa- 
tion put  together  at  my  request,  and  I  believe  accurately',  by  one  of 
the  vounar  men  on  my  stafT  going  through  the  files, 
"^^ertainly  some  things  were  furnished  to  us  by  counsel  to  tlie 
President.  There  were  a  number  of  logs,  diaries,  either  scheduling  or 
listing  meetings,  and  telephone  calls  between  various  individuals  antl 
the  President.  We  did  get  the  logs  for  Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  Ehrlichman, 
Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Mitchell,  and  Mr.  Petersen.  I  said  earlier  that 
weTiad  not  received  the  logs  showing  visits  and  teleplione  conversa- 
tions bctv.-een  the  President  and  Messrs.  Chaphi,  Hunt,  Liddy, 
Strachan.  General  Haig  said  that  I  hail  been  informed  that  there  were 
no  meetuigs  between  the  President  and  any  of  those  gentlemen.  I 
don't  think  our  \vritten  record  shows  that  we  received  that  advice. 
I  am  fully  prepared  to  think  that  what  must  have  happened  was  that 
J.  Fred  Buzhardt,  the  President's  counsel  in  this  matter,  telephoned 
mo  and  told  me  that,  and  that  I  forgot  to  dictate  a  memorandum  for 
the  file,  and  then  a  record  was  made  up  from  the  file;  ami  I  assume  that 
1  was  in  error  in  those  particulars. 

There  remain,  however,  Colson,  Gray,  Kleindienst,  Ivrogh,  LaRue, 
and  Young. 

I  assume  that  those  will  be  forthcoming.  The  chief  point  that  I 
make  is  simply  that  we  asked  for  them  on  June  13,  and  here  it  is 
practically  the  end  of  October,  and  that  really  is  an  awful  long  tinie 
to  wait  to  get  that  kind  of  information.  Now,  again,  this  is  something 
that  can  be  checked  out  and  should  be  checked  out  as  a  fact.  I  am 
simply  giving  j'ou  the  best  information  I  have  so  that  you  can  see  the 
picture. 

A  second  important  thing  which  we  did  obtain  was  the  so-called 
^■Fielding-ITT"  file.  Third^  we  were  supplied  a  file  kept  by  _Mr. 
Strachan  and  entitled  "pohtical  matters  memoranda."  Here  again,  I 
think,  part  of  the  basis  for  what  I  call  frustration  and  delay  is  illustra- 
ted. Judge  Sirica  was  assured  on  July  26  that  we  would  be  supplied 
with  tlial  file.  We  fust  saw  it  somet'ime  in  September.  Some  of  the 
passage  of  time  v.'as  imdoubtedly  due  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Buzhardt 
said  to  me  over  the  phone:  Look,  I  want  to  go  through  it  and  see  what's 
in  it  before  we  turn  it  over  to  you.  1  think  there  are  a  lot  of  irrelevant 
and  embarrassing  things.  And  I  said:  Sure,  go  tlu'ough  it  as  long  as 
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RATHER:   General  Haig,  if  Special  Prosecutor  Cox  or  any  other 
Special  Prosecutor  is  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  Watergate  and  related 
crimes,  doesn't  he  have  to  have  the  carte  blanche  to  call  for  such 
things  as  White  House  logs  and  the  kind  of  memoranda  that  Special 
Prosecutor  Cox  said  that  he  --  was  an  absolute  necessity  --  doesn't 
He  have  to  have  that  kind  of  freedom? 

GEN.  HAIG:  Dan,  I'm  glad  you  asked  that  question  because  I  think 
there  were  some  bad  misunderstandings  coming  out  of  Professor  Cox's 
press  conference.  First,  I  want  to  make  it  very  clear,  as  the  Attorney 
General  has,  and  as  we  have  repeatedly  --  we've  made  a  great  deal  of 
information  and  material  available  to  Professor  Cox  and  his  investi- 
gating team  from  the  outset.  Now,  secondly,  I  think  the  American 
people  certainly  got  the  impression  that  we've  been  intransigent  on 
this  issue  since  Professor  Cox  started  his  investigation.   Nothing 
could  be  further  from  the  truth.  We  have  provided  him  with  a  full 
array  of  documentary  evidence.  Where  the  President  has  taken  issue 
with  Professor  Cox  has  been  on  the  subject  of  those  limited  documents 
involving  personal  discussions  by  the  President  himself  and  memoranda 
covering  the  substance  of  those  discussions.  All  of  the  other  data 
has  been  provided. 

Now  Professor  Cox  raised  the  question  that  he  had  never  been  able 
to  get  the  logs  of  meetings  between  the  President  and  Mr.  Chapin  and 
Mr.  Hunt  and  Mr.  Liddy  and  Mr.  Strahan.    Here  again.  Professor  Cox 
knew  very  well  there  had  been  no  such  meetings,  and  he  had  been  told 
that  repeatedly  by  the  President's  counsel.   And  yet  the  American 
people  were  led  to  believe  on  Saturday  that  for  some  reason  these  logs 
were  not  being  made  available.   There  were  no  logs. 
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13.     On  June  21,  1973  Cox  requested  access  to  the  ITT  file  that 
had  been  compiled  by  John  Dean's  assistant,  Fred  Fielding.  On  July 
5,  1973  and  on  July  10,  1973  Cox  repeated  his  request.  On  August  13, 
1973  Buzhardt  told  Attorney  General  Richardson  that  he  had  told  Cox 
that  day  that  the  White  House  would  give  Cox  the  ITT  file.  Cox 
subsequently  testified  that  he  received  the  file. 

Page 

1 

13.1  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt         ' 
June  21,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 270 

13.2  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 
July  5,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) ,  271 

13.3  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 
July  10,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 272 

13.4  Elliot  Richardson  testimony,  SJC,  2  Special 

Prosecutor  Hearings  410. 275 

.  13.5  Archibald  Cox  testimony,  SJC,  1  Special  Prosecutor 

Hearings  16 276 


(269) 


/  13.1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER,   JUNE  21.    1972 


f^o>f^>tjL^ 


June  21,  1973 


Mr.  J.  Fred  Buzhardt 
Counsel  to  the  President 
The  lihlte  Eovise 
Uaahlngton,  B.C.  20500 

Cear  !Ir.  Buzhardt: 

Tha  Justice  Department's  Inquiry  into  the  ITT  aergars  and 
related  natters  has  become  part  of  217  invastlgatlvs  res- 
ponsibilities. John  Dean,  in  testiiaony  before  the  House 
Special  Subco=aaittee  on  Investigations  (May  24,  1973), 
referred  to  a  file  on  the  ITT  cases  compiled  by  his  assistant, 
Frad  Fielding.  It  is  essential  to  lay  investigation  that  I 
have  access  to  this  file. 

According  to  Hr.  Dean's  testisony,  this  file  is  now 
located  in  the  White  House.  I  should  appreciate  your 
arrangi^ig  as  soon  as  possible  for  tvo  senior  metabers  of  ny 
staff,  Hr.  Joseph  CoDnolly  and  lir.  Stephen  Breysr,  to 
exaaine  the  contents  of  the  file,  either  at  the  vniite  House 
or  TSf   offices.  It  also  ii(  necessary  tliat  axrrangemants  be 
cade  for  copying  those  doctssents  that  are  relevant  to  ay 
icvestLgatloa.  I  have  enclosed  a  copy  of  Mr.  Dean's  testinony 
to  help  in  locadng  tha  file. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Archibald  Co:c 
Special  Prosecutor 


000954 

Enc. 
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July  5.  1973 


iir.  J.  c^r&d  Bmhardt 
Cjxn*ol  to  the  Preslileat 
Ihe  VS-JLta  I^cxae 
Vtoshia^tcn,  D.  C.  205-:^ 

Dear  Ntr.  Buaiiarat: 

Cg  JisM  21,  1973»  I  wrote  xaqueatinji  that  tKO  scaiior 
^^>«ra  of  sijr  staff  be  peraltted  accesa  to  tha  vaiita  i^juse 
xila  oa  tba  ITT  case  pr^jared  by  iSr.  Fred  rieldii^.     I  hava 
aot  yac  received  a  respotjae  Co  that  Isttsr.  a  copy  of  ^id: 
13  atr.'yher!.    Will  yoa  please  arce^s  for  accesa  now?    I  caa 
sea  r»  justlficatlca  fas  wdtholdii^  accas«  to  this  inrbcaatlau 
Dcx5)tla3a  \ja  vll3  lat«r  vUh  to  interyl©;  ;^.  FialdirTS  about 
the  coatcanca  of  bie  fiLa, 

Siccarely, 


A2crn3ALD  cox 

Special  Prosecutor 


cc:  File  cc^ 
Chron  copy 

Mr!  Connolly  000974 

Mr.  Cox    w_--^ 

Mr.  Ruth 

Mr.  Vorenberg 

I-fr.  Rreindler 
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July  10,    1973 


J.  Fred  Buzhaurdt,  Esquire 
Counsel  to  the  President 
The  VThite  House 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Buzhardt: 

1  am  rauch  disturbed  by  the  lack  of  progress  in 
obtaining  answers  to  my  sevaral  requests  with  respect  to 
access  to  papers  in  the  ^'^l.e  House  files.  Possibly  the 
delay  results  solely  from  the  pressure  of  business  upon  you, 
but  even  if  that  is  the  case,  I  must  point  out  that  the  delay 
is  now  hasipering  our  investigation  of  possible  criminal 
offenses  by  high  Government  officials. 

Review  of  ovir  correspondence  shows  that  I  have  been 
very  patient  —  perhaps  too  patient  —  in  seeking  voluntary 
cooperation. 

On  June  11  I  requested  inventories  of  the  files  of 
Messrs.  Mitchell,  LaRue,  Liddy,  Strachan,  Colson,  Chapin, 
Ehrlichman,  Haldeman,  Dean,  Hunt,  Krogh,  and  You-g.  Making 
an  inventory  promptly  would  have  facilitated  the  separation 
of  relevant  papers  from  those  irrelevant  to  the  investigation. 
Your  letter  of  June  16  advised  me  that  you  intended  to  give 
the  request  careful  thought  and  to  take  it  up  with  the 
President.   On  June  21  I  wrote  you  again  about  the  importance 
of,  and  lack  of  prejudice  in^this  preliminary  step.   More 
than  two  additional  weeks  have  passed  without  a  reply. 

On  June  13,  1973  I  requested  copies  of  or  excerpts 
from  logs,  diaries  or  similar  records  shov/ing  dates  and 
times  of  telephone  calls  or  meetings  between  the  President 
and  each  of  the  persons  listed  in  the  preceding  paragraph 
plus  Messrs.  Kleindienst,  Gray  and  Petersen.  To  date  I  have 
received  only  the  logs  relating  to  Mr.  Mitchell  and  Mr.  Dean 
up  to  April  30,  1973,  and  to  Mr.  Petersen  for  March  and 
April  1973. 
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On  June  21  I  requested  permission  to  examine  the 
file  on  ITT  prepared  by  Mr.  Fielding.   I  repeated  that  request 
on  July  5.  You  have  not  replied. 

In  my  letter  of  June  11  I  requested  access  to  the  taoe 
relating  to  the  April  15  conversation  between  the  President* 
and  Mr.  Dean.  You  declined,  although  you  did  inforra  me  that 
the  President  chose  not  to  assert  any  privilege  with  respect  ' 
to  conversations  with  former  Attorney  General  Kleindienst 
and  Mr.  Petersen.  On  June  20  I  detailed  my  reasons  for 
believing  that  the  tape  should  not  be  withheld.  Again  I  have 
reoelved  no  reply. 

I  had  hoped  —  and  for  a  little  time  longer  shall 
continue  to  hope  —  that  material  relevant  to  our  investiga- 
tion can  be  Identified  and  made  available  through  a  process 
of  cooperation.  When  Attorney  General  Richardson  appeared 
before  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  prior  to  confirmation, 
he  gave  the  impression  that  the  President  did  not  intend  to 
assert  legal  privileges  that  would  unnecessarily  hamper  these 
investigations.  For  example,  on  May  10,  commenting  on  the 
possibility  that  it  might  be  unnecessary  to  litigate  issues 
concerning  Presidential  papers,  Mr.  Richardson  said: 

In  any  event  I  would  hope  that  this  problem  would 
not  arise  and  from  all  I  have  seen  «md  from  the 
President's  statements,  he  intends  that  whatever 
should  be  made  public  in  terms  of  the  public  interest 
in  these  investigations  should  be  disclosed. 

Access  to  material  papers  is  essential  to  any 
conscientious  inquiry  into  the  Watergate  affair  and  the  alleged 
cover-up,  into  the  handling  of  the  itt  Antitrust  case  and  the 
testimony  at  the  hearings  before  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee 
on  the  nomination  of  Attorney  General  Kleindienst,  into  the 
break-in  at  Dr.  Fielding's  office  and  other  related  matters. 
Wlxile  I  know  of  no  privilege  that  would  entitle  the  President 
to  withhold  documentary  evidence  of  criminal  misconduct  on 
the  pari:  of  Government  employees  or  the  white  House  staff, 
it  seems  virtually  beyond  dispute  that  the  assertion  of  any 
such  privilege  is  against  the  public  interest  in  determination 
of  the  truth  concerning  possible  criminal  misconduct  by  such 
officials.  Assertion  of  a  privilege,  moreover,  is  bound  to 
be  damaging  to  the  President  personally  and  to  the  office  of 
the  Presidency. 
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I  have  repeatedly  given  public  assurance  that  1  would 
report  upon  «my  difficulty  encountered  in  obtaining  from  the 
White  House  all  information  material  to  omt   investigation. 
I  em  reluctant  either  to  take  that  course  or  to  seek  legal 
process  before  the  opportxmities  for  cooperation  have  been 
eTdiausted.  Further  delay  would  be  so  prejudicial  to  our 
work,  however,  that  Z  must  insist  upon  a  prompt,  categorical 
response  to  each  of  my  prior  requests  and  to  the  other 
requests  for  specific  papers  that  I  shall  undoubtedly  have 
occasion  to  make  (including  my  letter  of  today's  date). 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


File 

Cox 

Chron 
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410 

wore  made  operative  and  the  ''plumbers"  were  initiated  after  tlie  plan 
had  been  turned  down  by  J.  Edgar  Hoover?  Is  that  not  an  accurate 
reflection  of  what  happened  '. 

Mr.  EicnAnnsox.  I  don't  know  enonph  to  know  what  connection,  if 
any.  there  was  between  the  two  things,  but  on  the  face  of  it  they  weie 
dealinfr  with  tlie  same  sort  of  problem.  The  Huston  plan,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  was  concerned  generally  with  the  development  of  intelligence 
with  respect  to  the  internal  relationships  betAveen  foreign  activity 
and  domestic  gi-oups. 

The  plumbers  were  set  up  to  deal  with  leaks,  period.  And  that  was  a 
probl?m.  as  )"ou  know.  You  know  as  much  about  the  history  of  that 
as  T  do.  That  did  substantially  concern  the  President. 

But  the  phimbers  were  not  an  intelligence-gathering  actiWty. 

Senator  Bath.  Is  that  the  end  of  the  discussion  of  the  27th  of 
July  ? 

T  assume  we  have  gone  a  couple  of  minutes  past  our  1  o'clock  time. 

3Ir.  RiCHARDsnx.  Yes.  AVell.  he  went  into,  there  was  another  para- 
graph here.  It  says  if  he  goes  into  history — he  goes  on  to  say  Hoover's 
only  objection  to  the  1070  intellijrence  plan  was  because  he  didn't 
want  any  FBI  used  to  get  into  embassies,  that  he  thought  they  were 
too  well  protected. 

Senator  Hart.  Mr.  Richardson.  I  didn't  hear  that. 

Mr.  RiCHARDSox.  He  thought  the  embassies  were  too  well  protected. 

Then  he  says  if  he  wants  a  layout  on  the  l!)70  plan  to  coiwince  him, 
I  fake  it  tliat  it  was  not  implemented,  to  convince  Cox,  that  he  can 
have  all  the  records  and  so  on  if  he  wants  to  read  those.  Buzhardt 
was  convinced  that  this  would  clearly  demonstrate  what  we  are  saying. 

That  is  the  end  of  that. 

Senator  Hart.  What  were  they  saying? 

Mr.  RifHARDSox.  That  nothing  had  been  done  under  the  plan. 

Senator  Bath.  I  somehow  remember  stories  and  people  saying  that 
embassies  were  broken  into  though. 

]Mr.  RiCHARDSOx.  They  may  once  have  been.  In  any  event,  this 
■wa.sn't  any  new  part  of  the  plan. 

Senator  Bayii.  Was  the  outcome  of  this  for  Huston  to  be  subpenaed 
or  not  ? 

yiv.  RiciiARnsox'.  I  don't  know.  There  was  some  conversation.  I 
tliink  as  part  of  the  narrow  convei-sation  with  Buzhardt,  I  never  heard 
anv  more  about  it. 

.'Senator  Bayh.  Did  you  discuss  the  Huston  matter  with  Cox? 

Mr.  Richardson.  I  probabl}'  mentioned  it  to  him.  At  the  same  time 
I  HH-'nTioned  the  two  Secret  Service  agents  and  the  personnel  matter, 
and  this  probablv  did  contribute  to  bringing  a  meeting  with  Mr. 
Sliiiltz  that  Mr.  Cox  may  have  had,  and  I  think  it  al.so  probably  en- 
t>*ied  into  tlie  fact  that  there  was  a  meeting  between  Jlerrill  and  Buz- 
hardt. But  I  don't  think  any  aspect  of  it  came  to  my  attention. 

On  August  18  the  next  memoiandum  is  the  convei-sation  with  Mr. 
r.nxliardt  in  which  he  told  me  first  that  he  had  told  Cox  that  day  that 
they,  the  White  House,  would  give  Cox  the  ITT  file,  and  then  he  talked 
about  the  need  to  sit  down  and  talk  witli  me  further  about  jurisdic- 
tional iM-oblems.  The  third  point  dealt  with  the  milk  case  papei-s.  He 
thought  we  ought  to  discuss,  too,  how  he  hoped  we  could  avoid  the 
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>ome  instiiiues  guilt  of  wrongdoing,  is  in  t!tc  Wliitc  Hoi!;iC  or  Exfii- 
tive  OfKccs.  I  uin  not  referring  to  iape->  iiione,  and  I  am  not  rfforring 
to  Watergate  aio  ic.  I  am  referring  to  a  wide  variety  of  papers.  This 
is  a  subject  on  wiiich  I  want  to  be  just  as  accurate  as  I  possibly  can 
because  it  has  been  a  matter  of  inconsistent  assertions  between  myself 
ami  General  Haig.  I  am  relung  primarily  on  the  paper  put  toge'lier 
for  me  as  of  Octol)cr  17,  as  to  what  information  we  had  o!>tained  and 
wliut  information  we  had  not  obtained,  and  I  said  on  tlie  basis  of  that 
paper,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  true,  that  on  the  whole  our  efForts  to 
obrain  information  by  the  White  Hou»e  bore  fnistnition  and  delay 
and  that  it  was  not  forthcoming. 

General  Haig  said  yesterday  on  a  public  television  show: 

Nothing  could  be  further  from  the  truth.  ^Ve  have  provided  him  with' a  full 
array  of  documeatarj-  evidence.  Where  the  Provident  has  taken  issue  with  Pm- 
fessor  Co\  has  been  oi.  the  subject  of  tho~e  limited  documents  involving  personal 
d^JCUssion^  by  the  Pr  sident  himaelf  and  memoranda  covering  the  substance  of 
those  diicuisions.  All  A  the  other  data  has  been  provided. 

thought  under  the  cii'cumstaaces  I  should  give  you  the  informa- 
tion put  together  at  my  request,  and  I  believe  accurately,  by  one  of 
the  voung  men  on  my  staf?  going  through  the  files. 

v^'ertiiinly  some  things  were  furnished  to  us  by  counsel  to  the 
President.  There  were  a  number  of  logs,  diaries,  either  scheduling  or 
listing  meetings,  and  telephone  calls  between  various  individuals  aiu! 
the  President.  We  did  get  the  logs  for  Mr.  Dean,  Mr.  Elu'liclu:nan, 
Mr.  Huldeman,  Mr.  Mitchell,  and  Mr.  Petersen.  I  said  earlier  that 
we  hail  not  received  the  logs  showing  visits  and  telephone  conversa- 
tions betv.-eea  the  President  and  Messrs.  Chapin,  Hunt,  Liddy, 
Strachan.  General  Haig  said  that  I  hail  been  informed  that  there  were 
no  meetings  between  the  President  and  any  of  tho.se  gentlemen.  I 
don't  think  our  written  record  shows  that  we  received  that  advice. 
1  am  fuliv  prepared  to  think  that  what  nuist  have  happened  was  that 
J.  Fred  Suzhardt,  the  President's  counsel  in  this  matter,  telephoned 
nie  and  told  me  that,  and  that  I  forgot  to  dictate  a  memorandum  for 

■uhc  file,  and  then  a  record  was  made  up  from  the  file;  and  I  assume  that 
1  was  in  error  in  those  particulars. 

There  remain,  however,  Colsou,  Gray,  Kleindienst,  Jvrogh,  LaRiie, 
and  Young. 

1  assume  that  those  will  be  forthcoming.  The  chief  point  that  I 
muk5  is  siaipl}-  that  we  asked  for  them  on  June  13,  and  'aere  it  is 
prar;ii<.;uly  the  end  of  Octo')er,  and  that  really  is  an  awful  long  time 
to  wai?  to  get  that  kind  of  information.  Now.  again,  this  is  somethirig 
tl-.at  Can  he  checked  out  and  should  be  checked  out  as  a  fact.  I  am 
simply  giving  j'ou  the  best  information  I  have  so  that  you  can  see  the 
icture. 
'A  second  important  thing  which  v/e  did  obtain  was  the  so-called 

^ieldiag-ITT"  hie.  Tliiid;  we  were  supplied   a  file  kept  by   yiv. 

"TTrachan  and  entitled  "political  nnitters  memoranda."  Here  aga'm,  I 
think,  part  of  the  basis  for  what  I  call  frustration  and  delay  is  illustra- 
ted. Judge  Sirica  was  assured  on  July  26  that  we  v.ould  be  supplieil 
with  tliat  fdc.  We  hist  saw  it  sometime  in  September.  Some  of  the 
passage  of  time  was  imdoubteilly  due  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Buzhanit 
said  to  me  over  the  phone:  Look,  I  want  to  go  through  it  and  see  wha;'s 
in  it  before  we  turn  it  over  to  jou.  1  think  there  are  a  lot  of  irrelevant 
and  e;ubarrassing  things.  And  I  said:  Sure,  go  tluough  it  as  long  as 
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14.     On  June  22,  1973  Buzhardt  sent  to  Cox  documents  listing  meetings 
and  conversations  between  the  President  and  Henry  Petersen  during  March 
and  April,  1973  showing  no  contact  between  the  President  and  Petersen  on 
April  17,  1973  and  one  telephone  call  on  April  18,  1973.   (The  President's 
. Daily  Diaries  introduced  into  evidence  before  Judge  Sirica  on  November 
9,  1973  show  that  Petersen  met  with  the  President  on  April  17,  1973 
and  that  Petersen  had  two  telephone  conversations  with  the  President  on 
April  18,  1973). 
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Prosecution  Force)  with  attached  meetings  and 
conversations  between  the  President  and  Henry 
Petersen,  April  17-18,  1973  (received  from  White 
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14.2  President  Nixon  daily  diary.  Exhibits  48  and  49, 
In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  April  17-18, 
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14.1     J.    FRED  BUZHABDT  LETTER,   JUNE  22,    1973  WITH  ATTACHMENT 
THE  WHITE   HOUSE 

WA  S  H  I  iN  G  T  O  N 

June  22,   1973 


Dear  Mr.    Cox: 

Supplementing  my  letter  to  you  of  June  16,   I  am 
attaching  herewith  a  compilation  o£  the  personal  and 
telephone  contacts  bet'.veen  Assistant  Attorney  General 
Henry  Petersen  and  the  President  during  March  and  April, 
1972.      0^75  ?^ 

Sincerely, 


J.   FRED  3UZHARDT 

Special  Counsel  to  the  President 


Honorable  Archibald  Cox 

Special  Prosecutor 

Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force 

1425  K  Street,    N.    W. 

Washington,    D.    C.     20005 

Enclosure 

cc:     Hon.    Henry  Petersen 


000956 


NOTE:      THE  ABOVE  DOCUMENT  APPEARS  AS  IT  WAS  RECEIVED  FROM  THE 
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14,1     MEETINGS  AND  TELEPHONE  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT 
AND  BENRy  PETERSEN  IN  MARCH  AND  APRIL.    1973 

MEETINGS  AND  TELEPHONE  CONVERSATIONS  BeYv/EEN  ~ 

THE  PRESIDENT  AND  HENRY  E.    PETER.SEN  IN  iVLARCH  AND  APRIL 


March  13,    1973 

AM  8:39         11:00 


Republican  Congressional  Leadership 
meeting  in  Cabinet  Roon^    (Mr. 
Petersen  attended) 


April  15,    1973 

PM  4:00        5:15 


8:14 

8:18 

8:25 

8:26 

9:39 

9:41 

11:45 

11:53 

President  met  with  Mr.    Petersen  and  Mr. 

Kleindienst  in  the  President's  EOB  office. 

President  telephoned  Mr.  Petersen 

President  telephoned  Mr.  Petersen 

President  telephoned  Mr.  Petersen 

President  telephoned  Mr.  Petersen 


April  16,    1973 

PM  1:39        3:25 

8:58        9:14 


President  met  with  Mr.   Petersen  in  the 
President's  EOB  office 
(Mr.    Ziegler    2:25-2:52) 

President  telephoned  Mr.    Petersen 


April  18,    1973 

PM  2:50         2:56 


President  telephoned  Mr.    Petersen 


April  19,    1973 

AM  10:12      11:07 


President  met  with^lr.    Petersen 


April  20,    1973 

AM  11:32       11:40 

PM  3:53         3:58 


President  I  i-lcplioiiL-d   Mr.    l^clcrHCMi 

President  telephoned  Mr.    Petersen  (Long 
tance) 


,     dista 


NOTE:      THE  ABOVE  DOCUMENT  WAS  RECEIVED  Bl  THE  HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE 

FROM  THE  WHITE  HOUSE.  THE  DOCUMENT  IS  IDENTICAL  TO  THE  COMPILATION 
RECEIVED  BY  THE  WATERGATE  SPECIAL  PROSECUTION  FORCE,  REFERRED  TO  IN 
J.    FRED  BUZHARDT'S 'LETTER  OF  JUNE  22,    1973  TO  SPECIAL  PROSECUTOR  COX. 
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U.2     PRESIDEfif  NIXON  DAILX  DIARY,   APRIL  17  AND  18,    1973, 
EXHIBITS  48  AND  49,    IN  HE  GRAND  JURY,   MISC.    47-7 Z 

PRESIDENT   RICHARD   NIXON'S    DAILY    DIARY 

IS,r     I,,wl    n-.,..,l    (..<     rr.vcl    .Vi.*.T\  . 


I>A  r  E    tM'.  .    II,.     Y- 


Jl^ 

THF.  UllITE  llOUSi;                                                    rrME      dav 

WASHENnXON,  D.C.                                                9:18  a.m.  U'ESDAY 

TIME 

PIIONB 
1'  Plj.fd 

M  rivirv 

In 

Our 

Im 

m 

9:18 

The  PresLdent  weat  to  the  Oval  Office. 

9:19 

9:25 

P 

The  President  talked  with  his  Counsel,  John  W.  Dean  III. 

9:30 

9:46 

' 

The  President  rngt  with  his  Special  Consultant,  Leonard 
Garment. 

9:47 

9:59 

' 

The  President  mst  with  his  Assistant,  H.  R.  Haldeman. 

9:59 

10:00 

The  President  met  with  the  First  Lady. 

10:03 

The  President  and  the  First  Lady  went  t.i  Che  South  Grounds  of 
the  White  House. 

10:05 

10:28 

The  President  and  the  First  Lady  participated  In  an  arrival 
ceremony  honoring  Giulio  Andreotti,  President  of  the 
Council  of  Ministers  of  the  Italian  Republic.   For  a  list 
of  members  of  the  welcoming  committee  and  of  the  official 

J 

10:29 

Italian  oartv  participating  in  the  ceremony,  see  APPE^;DIX 

"A." 

The  President  and  the  First  Lady  escorted  Prime  Minister  and 
Mrs.  Andreotti  to  the  Blue  Room. 

10:29 

10:34 

The  Presidential  party  received  members  of  the  official 
Italian  and  U.S.  parties.   Assisting  in  the  receiving 
line  were : 

William  P.  Rogers,  Secretary  of  State 

Mrs.  William  P.  Rogers 

Adm.  Elmo  R.  Zumwalt,  Jr.,  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 

Mrs.  Elmo  R.  Zumwalt,  Jr. 

10:34 

The  President  returned  to  the  Oval  Office.   He  was 
accompanied  by : 

Prime  Minister  Andreotti 

Neil  A.  Seidenman,  State  Department  interpreter 

Mrs.  Anna  Saxon,  State  Department  interpreter 

10:34 

12:19 

Tlie  President  met  with: 

Prime  Minister  Andreotti 

Andrea  Casiati,  Diplomatic  Advisor  to  Prime  Minister 

Andreotti 
Henry  A.  Kissinger,  Assistant 
Mr.  Seidenman 
Mrs .  Saxon 

Members  of  the  press,  in/out 
White  House  photographer,  in/out 

..    X-'^ 
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14.2     PRESIDENT  NIXON  DklhY  DIAR^,   APRIL   17  AND  18,    1973, 
EXHIBITS  48  AND  49,   IN  RE  GRAND  JURY,   MISC.    47-73 


V.rllir     MUUSl 


PRESiatMT  RICHARD  MIXOM'S  DAILY  DIAHY 

(Sec  l.ivrl  n.....l  f...  Iij^.l  All, Mr/) 


'.; A? ! ! I NCTO-N',  n.c 


1IM[ 
In  Out 


12:19 


12 

:23 

12 

:23 

12 

:24 

12 

:35  ' 

2 

.20 

12 

35 

2 

20 

-) 

•10 

2 

17 

1 

30 

2 

40 

2 

39 

2 

40 

2 

A6 

3 

49 

3:50 

4:41 
4:41 

4:46 
4:48 
5:09 
5:15 

5:20 
5:50 
5:50 

6:17 

6:55 

7:15 


4:35 


4:46 


5:03 


5:16 


6:19 
7:14 
7:14 

6:21 


PHONt 
H  Pb.i-.l 
R  -  Hc.ijvf.! 


flAIC  iMr..  I)..  Yr  I 

Al'RIL  17,  1973 

IIMt        OAY 

12:19  p.m.  TL'ESD.V: 


rj^ 


The  Presidential  party  went  to  the  Soutli  Grounds  of  the 
White  House. 

Tlie  President  and  Mr.  Kissinger  returned  to  the  Oval  Office. 

The  President  met  with  Mr.  Kissinger. 

The  President  met  with: 
Mr.  Haldenan 

John  D.  Ehrlichman,  Assistant 
Ronald  L.  Ziegler,  Press  Secretary 

The  President  met  with  Mr.  Ziegler. 

The  President  talked  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

The  President  met  with  Assistant  Attorney  General  Henry  E.  _ 
Petersen. 

The  President  met  with: 
Mr.  Halderaan 
Mr.  Ehrlichman 

The  President  went  to  the  Press  Room.  • 

The  President  addressed  members  of  the  press  on  the 
developments  in  the  Watergate  case. 

I'fhite  House  photographer,  in/out 

The  President  returned  to  the  Oval  Office. 

Tne  President  met  with  Mr.  Ziegler. 

The  President  went  to  his  office  in  the  EOB. 

The  President  met  with  his  Special  Assistant,  Stephen  B.  Bull, 

The  President  met  with: 
Secretary  Rogers 
Mr.  Haldeman 
Mr.  Ehrlichman 

The  President  talked  with  Mr.  Ziegler. 

Tlie  President  was  telephoned  by  Mr.  Kissinger.   Tiie  call  was 
not  comTleted. 

The  President  returned  to  the  second  floor  Re5idi.'i\ce. 
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,•:  A'  I    i>  \>'  nix.AN 

Tiii:  WIITK  HOUS[- 
'.-.'ASlilNGTON',  D.C. 


7:36 
8:02 


8:03 
8:03 


8:22 


8:22 
8:39 

10:11 
10:11 

10:32 
10:33 


7:33  • 


ro   to 


8:21 


8:39 
10:11 


10:32 


11:17 


l>Art  (M,.  Ijj,  Y,  I 

/JTvIL  17,  1973 

TIME        UAV 

7:36  p.n.  TUESDAY 


A 


The  PresidoinC  talked  wicli  Mr.  Kissinger. 

T:\c  President  went  to  the  North  Portico. 

The  President  greeted  Prime  Minister  and  Mr.«; .  Andrcotti. 
Members  of  the  press,  in/out 
liThite  House  photographer,  in/out 

The  Presidential  party  went  to  the  Yellow  Oval  Room. 

The  President  met  with: 
Tne  First  Lady 

Vice  President  and  Mrs.  Spiro  T.  Agneu 
Prime  Minister  and  Mrs.  Andreotti 
Secretary  and  Mrs.  Rogers 

John  A.  Volpe,  Ambassador  from  the  U.S.  to  Italy 
Mrs.  John  A.  Volpe 

Giuseppe  Medici,  Italian  tlinister  of  Foreign  AffalTrs 
Egidio  Ortona,  Ambassador  from  Italy  to  the  U.S. 
Mrs .  Egidio  Ortono 

The  President  and  the  First  Lady,  accompanied  by  Prime 
Minister  and  Mrs.  Andreotti,  went  Co  the  Blue  Room. 
Erroute,  they  participated  in  a  photo  opportunity  at  the 
foot  of  the  Grand  Staircase. 

Wtiite  House  photographer,  in/out 

The  Presidential  party  received  dinner  guests. 

The  President  and  the  First  Lady  hosted  a  State  Dinner  in 
honor  of  Prime  Minister  and  Mrs.  Andreotti.  For  a  list 
of  dinner  guests,  see  APPENDIX  "B . " 

Trie  President  and  tlie  First  Lady  went  to  the  Grand  Hall. 

The  President  and  the  First  Lady  received  guests  attending; 
the  entertainment  portion  of  the  evening.   For  a  list  v-' 
attendees,  see  APPENDIX  "C." 

Tne  President  and  the  First  Lady,  accompanied  by  Prir.io 
Minister  and  Mrs.  Andreotti,  v;ent  to  the  E?.5t  Ko^>;i. 

The  Pri-sident  and  the  First  Lady  attended  a  perriMT:.i;:.-o  hv 
sinf.LM  I'rank  Sinatra.   For  a  list  of  guests,  so*- 
API'KNDIX  "B"  and  APPEMDIX  "C . " 

M<.-tiilu'rs  of  tlio  press,  iii/mit 

U'hite  House  photographer,  in/out 


H*- 
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PHfSIOhMf    !(!CH;\KO   f.'lXOM'S    DAILY   DIARY 

1^   .       Ill'      '     f(       ..(  I    .   .:      t-i       I     ,\.-l'  -r,! 


iifiT  iionsr. 

N'CTl'N.    D.C. 


11:17 


11:20 


11:45 


12:0^ 


rit<  vvi; 


im:i:  im.,  .  i>,,    y,  , 
APfUL   17,    1973 

1IME  li,\Y 

11  :17    n.n.    TU;:SDAV 


Tlie    President    ond    Liie    First    Lady    escorted    Prime  Minister   and 
Mrs.    AndreotLi    to    their   mocorcidc  at    the   North   Portico. 

The    President    and    the   First    Lady   returned    to    the   second    floor 
Residence . 

The   President    talked  with  Mr.   Kissinger.- 


SM/cn/.ri) 
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PRESIDENT  RICHARD  NIXON'S   DAILY   DIARY 

(S«  T(J»el   Rfcofd  lot    Tii*cl    AcnvitiFl 


Mt. 


DATE  (Mo.,  Dif.  Yr  )        '    |  *j1  y.'S 


APRIL   18,    1973 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE 
WASHINGTON,  D.C. 


a 


.TIME  DAY 

12:04    a.m.   WEDNESDAY 


In 


PHONE 
P— Pliccd 
R^Rcceivcd 


12:05 
7:58 

8:17 
8:11 
8:33 

8:38 

8:38 


,.0:17 
10:20 
10:20 

11:16 

11:22 

11:22 

11:22 
11:24 

12:11 

12:12 

'2:12 
12:20 
12  :22 


12:20 


26 
38 
38 


10:17 


11:16 


12:11 

12:11 

12:11 
12:11 


12:20 
12:21 
12:25 


The  President  talked  with  his  Assistant,  H.  R.  Haldeman. 

The  President  went  to  the  Oval  Office. 

The  President  met  with: 

Ronald  L.  Ziegler,  Press  Secretary 
Mr.  Haldeman 
Mr.  Ziegler 

The  President  went  to  the  Cabinet  Room. 

The  President  met  to  discuss  his  energy  message  to  Congress 
with  bipartisan  Congressional  leaders.   For  a  list  of 
attendees,  see  APPE:n)IX  "A." 

White  House  photographer,  in/out 

The  President  returned  to  the  Oval  Office. 

The  President  went  to  the  Roosevelt  Room. 

The  President  met  to  discuss  the  emigration  problems 
regarding  Soviet  Jevs  with  bipartisan  Congressional 
leaders.   For  a  list  of  attendees,  see  APPENDIX  "B ■ " 


rne  President  returned  to  the  Oval  Office. 

Giulio  Andreotti,  President  of  the  Council  of 

Ministers  of  Italy 
Andrea  Cagiati,  Diplomatic  Advisor  to  Prime  Minister 

Andreotti 
Neil  A.  Seidenman,  State  Department  interpreter 
Henry  A.  Kissinger,  Assistant 

The  President  escorted  Prime  Minister  Andreotti  to  his  car 
parked  in  the  south  driveway. 

The  President  returned  to  the  Oval  Office.  He  was  accompanied 
by  John  A.  Volpe ,  Ambassador  from  the  U.S.  to  Italy 

The  President  met  with  Ambassador  Volpe. 

The  President  talked  with  Vice  President  Spiro  T.  Agnew. 

The  President  met  with  Mr.  Kissinger. 


ily 
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cn 


W^C 


PLACE  DAY   HECAN 

THE  iflllTE  HOUSE 
WASHtNGTOM,    D.C. 


DATE   (Mo.   D,,.   Y<.)  >(    1      ^ 

APRIL  18,    1973 ijVlP^ 

TIME  DAY  l^ 

12:25   p.p.   WEDNESDAY 


PHONE 
B  —  Kcccived 


12:25 
12:27 

12:33 


12:48 


1:03 


1:18 
2:43 

2:43 

2:45 


E 


:50 

2:55 
2:57 
3:05 


12:33 
12:32 

12:51 


12:58 


1:17 


2:45 


2:56 

2:58 
3:23 


The  President  met  with: 
Mr.  Haldeican 
Mr.  Ziegler 

The  President  met  with: 

Rainer  Barzel,  Chainnan  of  the  Cnristian  Democratic 

Union  o£  the  Federal  Republic  of  Gemany 
Erich  Feldweg,  German  interpreter 
Mr.  Kissinger 

Members  of  the  press,  in/out 
White  House  photographer,  in/out- 

The  President  talked  with  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  George  P. 
Shultz. 

The  President  met  with: 

Congressman  William  G.  Bray  (R-Indiana) 

Loria  J.  Badskey,  Chairman  of  the  Board  and  Chief 
Executive  of  LML  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Corporation  and  President  of  Kiwanis  International 

Darrell  Coover,  National  Board  Member  of  Kiwanis 
International 

Max  L.  Friedersdorf ,  Special  Assistant 

Members  of  the  press,  in/out 

I'Jhite  House  photographer,  in/out 

TVio  T>yacir^c^r.t-   »_tiir> ^  ^^  H''s  "^■'vats  office. 

Tne  President  returned  to  the  Oval  Office. 

The  President  filmed  a  message  on  energy  for  broadcast  on  the 
evening  news. 

Members  of  the  press,  in/out 
White  House  photographer,  in/out 

The  President  returned  to  his  private  office. 

The  President  talked  with  his  Assistant  Attorney  General 
Henry  E.  Petersen. 

The  President  returned  to  the  Oval  Office. 

The  President  talked  with  his  daughter,  Julie. 

The  President  met  with  tir.  Ehrlichman. 
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SnA^ 

PLACE  u.\y 

lltOAN                                                                                   DATE  (Mo..  D.,.  Yr.)      **  1  i    l.'l 

THE  WIITE  HOUSE 

APRIL  18.  1973    .U  1  ' 

TIME       DAY          1 

W.\SHIKCTON,  D.C.                                                 3:24  p.m.  WEDNESDAY     1 

TrMB 

?MONE 

P-PI«rJ 

K-Rccc.»<J 

ACTIVITY 

la 

Out 

Lo 

LD 

The  President  met  with  the  Quadriad: 

3:24 

5:20 

George  P.  Shultz,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  namber 
of  the  Quadriad 

3:24 

5:20 

Arthur  F.  Bums,  Chiaraan  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  and  member  of  the 
Quadriad 

3:24 

4:55 

Mr.  Ehrlichnan 

3:45 

4:00 

Mr.  Kissinger 

4:06 

5:20 

Roy  L.  Ash,  Director  of  the  Oiffl  and  member  of  the 
Quadriad 

4:06 

5:20 

Herbert  Stein,  Cnairman  of  the  Council  of  Economic 
Advisers  (CEA)  and  member  of  the  Quadriad 

5:20 

5:33 

The  President  met  with  Mr.  Kissinger. 

5:35 

The  President  went  to  the  South  Grounds  of  the  White  House. 

5:36 

6:04 

"The  President  flew  by  helicopter  from  the  South  Grounds  of 
the  White  House  to  Camp  David,  Maryland.   For  a  list  of 
passengers,  see  APPENDIX  "C." 

•05 

6:10 

The  President  motored  from  the  Camp  David  helipad  to  Aspen 
Lodge. 

l6:28 

6:37 

Y- 

''  The  President  talked  long  distance  with  to.  Petersen  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

6:30 

8:05 

u- 

'  The  President  met  v;ith: 
Mr.  Haldeman 
Mr.  Ehrlichman 

6:45 

■  7:55 

The  Presidential  party  had  dinner. 

8:07 

8:18 

P.^ 

"     The  President  talked  long  distance  with  Mr.  Ziegler  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

8:18 

8:20 

P 

-'  The  President  talked  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

8:21 

8:23 

P  V 

y    The  President  talked  long  distance  with  Mr.  Ziegler  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

8:40 

The  President  went  swimming  in  the  Aspen  pool. 

9:06 

The  President  returned  to  Aspen  Lodge. 
CD/SM/JD 
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15.     On  or  about  June  25,  1973  the  President,  then  at  his  San  Clemente 
home,  told  Halg  that  he  wanted  to  hear  the  tape  of  a  certain  telephone 
conversation.  Because  of  difficulties  In  arranging  for  the  tape  to  be 
flown  from  the  White  House  to  San  Clemente,  Buzhardt  was  Instructed  to 
listen  to  the  tape  at  the  White  House.  According  to  Buzhardt  and  Secret 
Service  records,  Buzhardt  listened  to  a  March  20,  1973  telephone  call 
between  the  President  and  Dean.  Buzhardt  reported  to  the  President  on 
the  contents  of  the  tape. 
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15.2  Raymond  Zumwalt  tape  log.  Exhibits  7  and  7A, 

In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73 291 

15.3  J.  Fred  Btizhardt  testimony,  November  9,  1973, 
In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  1064-66, 

1080-81 295 

15.4  Alexander  Halg  testimony,  December  5,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  1983-84 300 

15.5  Louis  Sims  testimony,  November  2,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  242-43,  282-85..; 302 

15.6  Stephen  Bull  testimony,  November  2,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73,  417-21 308 
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IS.  2     RAYMOND  ZUt&ALT  TAPE  LOG,    EXHIBITS  7  AND  7 A, 
IN  RE  GRAND  JURY,   MISC.    47-73 


Retyped  from  Indistinct  original 


Government 
Exhibit 
7A 


March  20 
6-25-73 


Buzhardt 


Retyped  from  Indistinct  original 
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Retyped  from  indistinct  original 


1.   WHT  2/28-3/22/73  (11:30  pro  Buzhardt) 

returned  same  time 
6-25-73 

Per  telephone  call 
from  Steve  Bull 
[unreadable] 


Retyped  from  indistinct  original 
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15.3     J.    FRED  BUZHABDT  TESTIMONY,   NOVEMBER  9,    1973,  1064 

IN  RE  GRAND  JURY,   MISC.    47-73,    1064-66,    1080-81 


It  runs  out, 

Q    All  right,  cir. 

I  tdnk  now  if  you  would  reaux:e  the  stand,  unless  you 
have  anything  aloe  on  those  transparancies  to  show  us? 
(The  witness  resur^d  the  stand.) 
BY  MR.  POV?r,RS: 
Q   Mr.  Buzhardt,  tell  us,  pleace,  when  you  first  learftsd 
of  the  existence  of  tha  taping  capacity  at  the  vmite  House  and 

the  E0B7 

A   >5y  first  knowloc'.ce,  I  believe  of  any  tape  recording 
systea  in  tho  Tmitc  Hovise  was  in  tho  latter  Tpart.   of  June,  arouiid 
the  2:;th.   At  t^•at  ti-e  I  learned  there  vare  tape  recordings  of 
telephone  conversations. 

Q    June  25th  of  this  year? 

A    Approxij^atGly, 

0    Approxiiiately? 

A    I  had  an  indication  that  there  were  other  tape  recorii- 
Ings,  I  believe,  shortly  thereafter  fron  a  discussion  I  had  v-ith 

Mr.  nigby. 

Q  Now,  sir,  outside  of  checking  the  sequence  of  tliose 
tapes  for  us  hero  as  you  have  described,  have  you  listened  to 
any  other  tape  or  any  of  the  tapes  on  any   other  cccasicTi? 

A    Yes.   I  listened  to  one, I^ listened  to  a  taps  record- 
ing of  one  telephone  conversation,   I  believe  it  was  about 
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June  25. 


1065 


Q    You  ncan  uhen  you  listeno-l  to  it? 

A    yes,  v'hen  I  listeneO  to  it. 

Q    Can  youtcll  us,  please,  sir,  why  you  listened  to  it 
aiid  where  that  took  place  and  describe  it  for  us? 

A    I  was  requested  to  listen  to  it  and  to  ans^.ver  a 
question  fron  its  contents.   I  listened  to  it  iii  ny  officein   - 
the  presence  of  'tr.  Si«o  and  Mr.  2u.-:;.alfc  who  brought  it  there 
on  a  tape  recorder  v;it),  a  tape  recorder  and  suitcase.  1   listeno 
to  it  tv;ice  through,  closed  the  box  and  they  loft.   I  listc-ied 
to  it  on  car  phones. 

0    Did  you  listen  to  the  entire  tape? 
A    Ho. 

0    How  r.uch  did  you  listen  to?         .... 

A    I  really  only  listened  to  the  one  conversation.   I 
did  CO  dovm  throuqli  the  conversation  until  I  reached  one  -..-hero 
I  heard  voices  that  indicated  that  was  the  one  I  was  listening 
to. 

Q    What  did  you  do  with  the  tape  after  you  had  conrpletcd 
listening  to  it? 

KR.  BEN-VENISTE:   I  don't  thin):  we  have  identified 
tJiat  tape  yet. 

tut:  C0UI>r:  can  you  identify  it  for  the  record? 
.  .    TIE  KIT^rcsS:   It  was.  and  I  can't  identify  the  full 
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reel.  Your  Honor,  because  I  don't  know  the  markings  on  the  box. 
It  was  a  —  from  the  portions  I  listened  to  —  it  was  'a  tape 
recording  of  telephone  calls,  the  one  which  I  listened  to 
identified  fron  tha  contftnt-as_a  telcnhnna  CJill  liett/een  the 
President  v/hich  he  placed  to  Jo/m  Dean,  cind  I  could  idsntifv 
ifrosn  the  content  that  tha  conversation  took  place  on  the  evening 
of  March  20th,  1973.  " 

X  have  since  looked  at  the  log  and  that  is  so  logged 
on  the  daily  log. 

BY  MH.  POT-rcnS:  ,         I 

Q    And  the  log  coincides  with  that  ticie? 

A    Tes.   I  don't  recall  the  precise  tir.w  but  it  was 

a  telephone  call  that  evening  and  was  approximately  tlie  sane 

■  -/ 
length  as  indicated  on  the  log. 

.  Q    Vfliy  did  you  listen  to  that  particular  conversation 
on  that  tape? 

A     I  was  requested  by  the  President  to  do  so. 

Q    And  after  you  had  completed  listening  to  the  tape 
cis  you  described,  Uie  conversation  as  you  described,  what 
happened  to  the  tape  or  what  didyou  Co? 

A    ilr.  Siir.s  and  Mr.  ZiE7;A/alt  brougV.t  the  tape  to  ny 
office,  stayed  Uiore  the  entire  tir>^  and  v;hen  I  finished  I 
gave  the  tape  and  the  recorder  back  to  then  and  they  left  with 
It. 
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see   if  I    could   find   out.      And   frankly,    I  think  he    got   back 

before   I   ever  found   out.      I   don't  think  I   ever  really   consulted 

on  it.  ♦ 

Q     You  never  asked  anyone  about  it.  . 

A.     No.   I  thought  at  that  point  I  knev;  there  vfas  so-.e. 

Q     Do  you  knov/  whether  there  was  cin  executive  privilege 
instruction  given  to  Mr.  Higby? 

A.     There  was  an  instruction  given  to  him,  yes,  by  me. 

■Q     And  what  was  that? 

A.     It  was  that  that  v;ould  not  be  covered  by  executive 
privilege.   If  he  were  asked  the  specific  question,  to  ansv/ex 
it.   That's  ny  recollection,  and  I  think  I  debated  back  and 
forth  Whether  I  would  make  a  recommendation  one  way  or  the 
other.  • 

Q     On  June  25th,  could  we  have  to  the  best  of  your 
recollection  the  conversation  which  you  had  v;lth  General  Halg? 

A.  ■    I  don't  have  a  very  specific  recollection  of  the 
conversation.   I  previously  had  a  conversation  with  the 
President,  it  had  reference  to  ny  previous  conversation  with 
the  President  and  he Ntold  me  that  the  President  desired  me  to 
listen  to  a  tape  recording,  that  was  the  substance  of  it,  and 
to  report  to  the  President -the  Euiswer  to  a  specific  question 
which  I  had  asked  the  President.   I  had  asked  the  President  a 
question  previously,  personally. 

Q^   •  And  Mr.  Halg  — 
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A.'     Said  to  listen  to  that  recording  for  the  ansv/er  to 
a  question  I  had  asked  the  President. 

Q     Nov/,  did  — 

A.     And  to  report  back  to  him  and  tell  him  if  I  had 
found  the  ansv/er,  which  I  did,  I  subsequently  called  back  on 
the  telephone,  and  I  believe  I  spoke  to  General  Haig  again,  and 
subsequently  talked  to  the  President,  and  reported  to  General 
Haig.  ^    ■  •      ■      ,- 

Q     Mr.  BuEhardt,  do  you  recall  General  Kaig  explaining 
to  you  there  were  these  tapes  and  that  someone  would  extract 
one  for  you? 

A.     I  recall  him  telling  me  that  somebody  from  the 
Secret  Service  would  bring  me  a  tape  recording. 

Q     And  did  he  Indicate  to  you  — 

A.     I  knev;  the  Secret  Service  was  bringing  it*. 
.  Q,     Sir,  did  General  Haig  Indicate  to  you  that  some 
specific  aspect  of  the  conversation  you  would  listen  to,  to 
enable  you  to  find  it? 

A.     I  don't  recall  Mr.  Ben-Veniste,  I  am  Inclined  to 
think  he  didn't.       .   • 

Q     He  did  not? 

A.     But  I  don't  recall  v;hether  he  did  or  didn't,  v:hether 
he  was  aware  of  the  precise  telephone  conversation  or  not,  I 
don't  know. 

Q     Was  the  question  which  you  had  asked  the  President 
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1983 
14  Q    Did  Mr.  Bull  so  indicate? 

A    Not  tc  my  recoilectioa,  no. 

rQ    Did  tlrers  core  a  tine,  Gonsral,  when  you  made  some 
arrangements  3:or  ;':•.  Buzhardt  to  If.steii  to  a  taped  conversation? 

■  A    Yes.   I  r.3cali  oe  incident  this  p as_t__saiim£X  when   * 
we  were  in  San  Clensnte  -..''^-.t  ;he  President  v/anted  to  listen 
to  a  tape.   I  believe  it  i.as  a  Le]epho.ie  conversation.   I 
couldn't  be  precise  cbout  it  oecause  there,  again,  I  merely 
was  a  conduit  of  instructions  to  Mr.  Buzhardt. 

Q    Will  you  give  us,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection 
what  occurred  and  approximately  when  it  occurred? 

A    Not  with  p::ecision.   I  believe  there  was  a  discussion 
o£  an  issue  th-it  devolopcd  in  a  telephone  conversation  that 

the  President  ivanted  tc  rsfresh  his  recollections  on. 

* 
Q    I  am  sorry,  I  am  ur.clear.   Are  you  talking  about  the 

tape  itself  de?.ling  with  a  telephone  conversation  or  was  there 

a  discussion  dealing  with  the  conversation? 

A    A  discussion  which  occurred  on  the  telephone  which  was, 
presumably,  taped.   I  assumed  it  was  taped.   I  didn't  kiow. 

Q    With  whom  was  the  conversation,  the  President  and 
what  other  party? 

A    I  don't  recall. 

Q    Do  you  recall  prior  to  the  time  that  you  had  made 
arrangements  for  Mr.  Buzhardt  to  listen  to  this  conversation 
or  this  tape  discussing  the  matter  in  general  with  Mr. 
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15      Buzhardt  as  tD  t'le  substr^nce  oJ  ths  lil^cussior.  in  question? 

A    I  don';  recall  tliat.   I  recall  talking  to  Mr.  Bull 
»      about  it.   At  th  it  time  I  still  -- 

•--^        Q    I  a-n  not  sura  yvj  understand  ^ny   question,  sir.  '  My 
question  deals  wi;h  w'lOtlrvr  you  had  a  conversation  with  Mr. 
Buzhardt  about  cj-.e  subject  natter  that  you  hoped  to  have 
clarified  by  having  iMr.  Buzhardt  listen  to  the  tape? 

A    No, 

Q    Would  it  help  you  that  Mr.  Buzhardt  has  so  testified? 

A    Has  so  testiff.ed  to  what? 

Q    That  you  did  have  a  conversation  previous  to  the  time 
you  made  arrangements  for  him  to  listen  to  the  tape. 

A    I  did?   In  vrhat  sanse?  You  will  have  to  refresh  me 
again.  '^ 

Q    Well,  Mr.  Buzhardt  simply  said  that  he  recalled  - 
having  a  conversation  with  you  prior  to  the  time  that  you  made 
arrangements  for  hin;  to  listen  to  the  tape  about  the  conversa- 
tion in  question. 

A    That  could  be  very  true,  because  I  don't  know  what 
you  mean  when  ycu  say  a  co}iversation.   Wns  the  conversation  -- 

Q    That  the  substance  of  either  the  conversation  between 
the  President  and  this  other  •i:3vty  whom  you  can't  recall,  the 
substance  of  that  conversat '.on,  t?iere  was  some  discussion, 
according  to  Mr.  ?.u:h-rdt,  be- ween  you  and  he  about  it?  You 
don't  recall  that? 
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clear  on  that,      I   assicted  in  the  praparation   to  the  point   I 
knev;  we  had  to  cet   the  notes   in   an  order  that  they  made  "sense 
because  the  notes   themselves,  \.'hen  I   looked   at   them, ^  I  hadn't 
nada  the  notes   and  tliey  were   confusing  somewhat   to  na   as   far  as 
they  were   on  several  slips   of  paper. 

Fron  the   standpoint   of  providing  any   of  the   information 
that  was   on  here,  Hr.   Busliarc't,   I 'did  not   do  that  because   I   did 
,    not  have  knov/ledge   of  any  of  that  Infonaatlon   a3   far  aa  having 
it  noted  do'.m  any  way. 

Q         Wovf,  Mr.   SltnG,  v:era   there   a  nur.ber  of  notes   in  the 
safe? 

A         Yes,   sir;   there  were. 

Q         What  did  you  do  with  thera  when  you  narie  tho   lo^s? 

^      ■  Ver^   conscientioualy  put   then  in  the   back  of  the    log 
book,   folded  them  and  put   a  paper  clip  on  then  and  put   them  ric^t 
here    (indlcatinE). 

Q         I  show  you  Exhibits   7   and   8. 
Do  you  recoCTiice   that? 

A         Yea,  sir. 

Q         V/ould  you  tell  us  vrhat  they  are? 

A         Tho   first   pac^   is   a  note   t}iat  says   Harch   20th   and  under 


that  says   6-25-73,  Bu::hardt.      And  I   r^nenber  this,   yes,   I   do. 

That  Is    a  note   that  i.-as   nade    on   the   day,   6-25-73,  when  Tir.    Steve 

Bull  telephoned  no   at   re/   residence    fron   Callfoi-nia   and  it  was 

late  at    nlcrht.     I    snv     lOjOO    m«    n?nn    n'r>Ti-.r>lf     nfc     looof:.     nnrl 
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requested  that  the  Karch  20   tape  be  flclivered  to  Hr,  Buzhardt 
In  his   office   for  hln  to  revlevf  a  certain  portion   of  It; 

I  'called  Mr,   Zunwalt   at  his   residence,  he  net   r^  In  ny 
office,  and  v;e  went  to  the  ctoraRe  location,  took  that   one   out, 
got  the  proper  equipment    for  Mr.   Buchardt  to  listen  to  it,  went 
to  his   office,   I  would  say  wo  were  probably  there   a  couple   of 
hours,   and  he   listened  to  only  that  portlcnthat   was  in  question 
and  I   couldn't   toll  you  what  that  was.  ;,,«_. 

Q         All  rlGht,  sir. 

Would  you  look  through  the  rest   of  the  notes    and  see 
if  these   are   fanlllar  and  arc  these   the  notes   that  you  put   in 
the  back  of  the   lof^s  you  prepared? 

A         Yos,   sir;   they   are.      This   Is   my  notation,  that  was 
the  outside  page   folded  over  whatever  they  were   folded   and  put 
In  the  back  of  the  book,  says.   Original  notes   rofoi^nce   out   log. 

Q         Were  they   the   only  reference  naterlal"'that  were 
referred  to  in  the  piTcparation  of  the  notebook,   do  you   recall? 

A         To  ny  knowledf^e,   Mr.   Zunwalt   referred  to  sonethinc  else 
and  I   cannot   tell  you  at  this   day  what  slip   of  paper  that  was   or 
If  it  v;aD  his  notebook  or  rhcvo  he   got   the  information,   but 
there  was  no  question  in  my  nlnd  ho  had  the   tines   and  dates   down 
when  those  tapes  were   returned, 

Q  At   that   time  he  knev;   ther.  all? 

A         Yes,  sir;   there  was   no  hesitation  on  lils  part   at   all 
in  putting  that  notation  in  this  book. 
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recorder,  he  alwayo  had  a  backup; 

Q     I  »!i-vf  you  Exhibit  7  In  evidence,  and  nore  specif Icall 
tha  nota*:lon  of  June  h,    1973,  and  ask  you  v/hether  that  refreshes 
your  recollection  that  on  that  date  Mr.  Bull  asked  for  several 
tape  recorders? 

Ai     It  doesn't  refresh  ray  recollection,   I  know  that  on 
a  few  oocaalono  he  did,  "r.  Bon-Veniate,  but  I  couldn't  tell 
you  what  dates,  thou;^h. 

Q     Did  he  explain  to  you  why  he  v/antcd  oeveral  tape 
recorders? 

ii,     Ko,  «e  al^rays  furnished  hiri  at  leapt  tvo  and  on 
some  occaaionij  he  did  rmy  "could  I  have  an  extra  taps  x'scorder?" 

Q,  I  nee. 

;   .   JL     Or  Rsybe  tv/o  extra. 

t(i  ■    Did  you  furnish  hln  any  other  ecjuipnant  besldea  the 
tape  recorders? 

A.     Yes,  air,  a  set  of  earphones. 

C^     One  set? 

K  A  set  for  each  recorder,  "' 

Q     A  set  for  each  recorder? 

A.     Jlorrally,  unless  it  was  Just  a  backup  recorder,  but 

ve  usually  furnlched  a  backup  set  of  earphoneo  too,  Juat  In 

case  those  raalfunctioned,  or  there  is  a  variance,  soraetines, 

on  the  kind  of  reception  on  thee. 

I      Q     All  ri[>ht,  now  r.oln?;  back  to  the  eveninfl:,  I  think 

It  is  of  the  25th  of  Juno  1973,  you  were  tcstifylnG  that  you  , 

50V 
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had  recslved  a  telcpyione   call   fron  Mr.   Dull  v.'ho   stated  that  ho 
was   In  California,   I  believe? 
I  A.  Yc3,   sir. 

(i  And  anked  you  to  pull   out  a  certain  tap*? 

A.  Yea,   sir. 

Q  Vi'ould  you  glvo  U3  the  substance   of  that  conversation 

to  tho  best  of  your  rocolloction  and  Indlcatinj);  what  you  said 
and  v;hat  Mr.   Bull  said? 

•  A.  Yes,   sir,   7-  will.      A3   I   E2ld,    it   was  10:00  or  10:30 

at  nlfjht   and  Mr.   Bull's   flrat  corjnsnt  was,    "I  nsed  this  tape 
end  sof^ethinn  to  listen  to  it  nith,   and  I  need  It  hers,"  meaning 
California. 

Q  Did  )ie   indicate  that   ha  v/as   calling  fron  the  Western 

White  House? 

Ju  Yec.      He  said  he  vas,   he  said  he  vaa   in  San   Cler.ents 

and  I  said  to  hin,    "Veil  hoi-f  do   you  vrant   to  ^et   it  there?" 
*jid  he   sp.ld,    *".i'ell,   put   it   on  an  airplane." 

I  said,    "Well,   ve  can  arran^re  to  ^,e.t   it  to  t!ie 
airplane  but  who   ±s   coi^^S  to  have  custody   of  it?      Are  you   going 
to  have  aoTsebody  personally   go   and  carry  it  there   rather  than 
juot   putting  It   on  an  airplane?"     And  he   didn't   j^et   to  that 
point.      He   caid,   "I  will   call   you  back." 

He  called  ne  back  v;lthin   five  ninutes   or  ten  ninutcs, 
and  he   r,aid,    "Take  the   tape  to   Mr,    Dunhardt's   office   alonf;  with 
sorr.e  llotenlns  equlpr.ent,    as   aeon   aa   you   can   n;ot    it   there." 

(\  And  did  he   specify  to  you  what   the  tape  was?  ^ 

3r5 
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A,  Yos,   ht   did. 

Q  And  I  assume  you  wroto  that   do\«i?  . 

A,  I  don't   believe   I  wrote   It   do\/n.      I   could  have  but 

I   don't  recall   If  I  did  or  not-      It  wels  !'arch  the  20th. 

U  You  reir.enbar  that? 

A.  Yg3,    sir. 

Q     And  that  Is  a  recollection  that  you  have  of  having 
heard  it  on  the  25th  of  Juno,  Is  that  correct? 

A.     That  Is  a  recclloctlon  and  fron  notea  you  Juct  showed 
ne,  like  the  note  you  shouod  ne  in  front  of  Exhibit  7-A,  I 
believe  it  is. 

Q     Ko.   Yep,  I  DPI  sorry,  yen,  7-A. 

A.     Yes. 

Q     And  7-A,  ia  that  in  your  handwrltlnc? '  Indicating 
the  first  page? 

A.     Mo,  sir,  that  is  not  cy  hand'-vriting  but  that  helps 
no  to  refresh  ny  rr.enory  as  to  what  date  it  vac. 

Q,  That  helpn  your  recollection  but  I  did  ask  if  you 

had  an  independent  recollection  aside  froa  this? 

K  I  did  have  an  independent  recollection  before  I 

saw  that  but  it  was  I'arch  the  20th  or  "arch  the  21st  but  I 
couldn't  Beparate  the  dates  and  you  Just  separated  it  for  i?.9 
whBn  I  saw  that. 

(1     And  thl3  note,  do  you  recc^T-ii'^o  thla  handwriting? 

A.     Ilo. 
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Q     You  do  not  reco^^lse  that  hcnd^.Tltinj;? 

A.     It  is  not  rilne.   I  don't  believe  It  la  ny  hcndwrltin^. 

Q     Do  you  recor;nlxe  It? 

A.     UOf   I  don't.   It  nay  be  Blrdlar  to  the  other  one 
but  of  course,  j'ou  can't  tell  —  I  would  eay  it  was  Hr.  Zurr./alt's. 

Q     Azv3  you  fanillELT  «lth  Mr.  ZuE-.walt's  handwriting? 
■  A.     Hot  really.   I'  have  not  exanined  It  to  the,  point  of 
trying  to  do  it  from  a  haiid^rritlng  .standpoint. 

Q     You  as3ii30  that  it  la  Mr.  Zunualt's  ha.ndwrltlng? 
■  A.     It  would  have  to  bo  either  his  or  nine. 

Q     Well  —.  . 

A.     There  wasn't  si^yor.e   else  Involved, 

Q     Do  you  liavo  anythin;-  that  holp3  your  recollection 
because  that  appears  to  \>s   a  record  vhich  was  mads, of  the 
removal  of  the  tape. 

/u     It  separates  the  dates  — 
.  (i     And  in  ri23p8Ct  — 

A.     —  Hr.  Ben-Veniste,  that  vzs   my  first  —  the  reason 
that  stands  out,  too,  wa3  I  finally  cot  tsyself  a  week's  leave 
in  the  surxier  iind  that  ma  ay   first  /.sy  of  leave  ond   I  cane  in 
that  nightj  and  also,  that  was  the  first  tlr.e  that,  to  ny 
knoKledg-,  f'.r.  Duchardt  knew  about  the  tapes. 

Q     Did  anybody  explain  to  you  about  the  urgency  involved? 

A.     Ko. 

()     It  be  Ins  lato  at  ni;-ht7 
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on  the  document? 

A  I  believe,   to  cy  recollection  there  were  t\/o  or 

three. 

Q  Do  you  knovj  whether  this  list  still  exists? 

A  I  would  have  no  way  of  knowing,   Blr, 

Q  Nov.,  with  respect  to  the  question  of  the  conversa- 

tions which  you  vere  unable  to  find>  v/as  there  any  follcvj  up 
by  yourself  or  by  the  President? 

A    '  I  would   only  go  on  my  cv/n  account  and  that  la 

negative . 

•  Q  As  far  as  ycu  wero  concerneti  you   ^ust  let  it  drop 

-is  that  correct? 

A  That  is  correct. 

Q  Coins  then  bo  June  twenty  fifth   -  and  the  late 

evening  telephone  call  vjhich  you  placed  to  Vj:,   Sins   in 
Washington  -  do  you  recall  tliat  ccnvGrsatlon  that  you  had 
VJlth  General  Kaig  which  precipigated  your  evening     4.ate  phone 
call? 

A  Generally  -  yes  sir.  •     .     ■ 

Q  And  would  you  give  us  tl-at  conversation  In  substance 

to  the  best   of  your  recollection? 

IllE  COURT  :V/here  uas   he  calling  frocn? 

KR.  BE]I  VEIilSTE:      California,  Your  Honor. 

TIffi  COURT:   California? 
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IN  RE  GRAND  JURY,   MISC.    47-72.    417-21 

L  t  ^ 

TIK  wniil-So:       Yc3  sir  -  \<o  wera  in  Callfcrula^ 

TilS  COURT:  All  rtcht. 

TKK  WITiiESS:     Ocnsraj.  llals  tclephonc<l  cs  acd  asked  ne 
about  the  avallcblllty  of  ooze  scrt  of  coijrier  niTtt 
that  nl£;lit  have  tho  csp^ttiH-y  of  csri^ylns  s  tapa  recordei*, 
ttUii  tD  California,  or-d  I  didn't  have  tho  InTornatlcu  li-:,se^3iAtciy 
at  hand  so  I  cfiSe  a  quicsc  call  to  triC  riilitars'  Aide's  offics 
to  ascertain  IT  t:->ere  was  not  ea  eirplsne  that  wr.s  co-.ulu^ 
out  on  official  buclneua  aixJ  there  wr.s  not,  and  I  believe  I 
interrupted  the  cc/r.vcraation  with  General  Kais  ond  he  called 
jao  back  as  I  recall  and  told  ce,  is^dicatcd  ti-at  I  should 
E-ak©  aj^ranG^Lncnta  with  the  I'DD  tack  iu  the  v.'hite  House 
to  havo  Fj?.  Bu^itvirut  to  liJJtP:r.  to  certain  conver3itic!S. 

Q  A3  I  recall  ysa?  testl-uony  you  cSld  not  recall 

or  you  ir.a<3yci^tentiy  ^e^t  out  the  pa£>t  about  havins;  the  tape 
recorder  brou,v:iit  out  to  CaliTornia  — 

A  Are  you  interested  in  ti-j^t  risht  nat? 

Q  Have  you  had  yois.'  recoil  cot  ioa  relTeahesS 

over  the  break  or  die!  j-ou  juot  ltiac!vertently  leave  that  oat  — 

A             No  sir  —  I  v.'esn't  aakci  that  question  en  direct 
aa  I  reoollect.  ,  


Q  Do  you  rcc-aii  epeakins  v;lth  !•>.  Sins  in  Uaehinston 

and  eakiu2  hia  to  t-ake  erran^ccients  for  it  to  be  flown  out  to 
Sen  Cleciente? 

A  I  don't  recall  asking  Jii-a  to  r.ako  on'anser.ents 

to  fly  it   out  to  Ca iifca.-' J ila,  , 


(309) 


1S.6     STEPHEN  BULL  TESTIMONY,   NOVEMBER  2,    1973, 
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Q  Do  Ycu  recall  having  uoro  t^v£n  oae  coavf^rrcatloa 

with  ItP.  S1e3  on  that  evening? 

A  I  Qistit  iiave  but  I  can't  evea  recall  whsthsr  I 

spoko  «lth  £1:33  -  I  Qlsbt  have  cpokea  to  Z.in=yait. 

Q  •  Khafc  did  Cenci'al  rials  ask  ycu  to  supply? 

h  Ko  eiaked  oa  to  caka  pb>-3lcai  arraaccneata  for 

Ep.  Buahardt  to  exaalno  the  conversation  that  waa  contslnoS 
on  a  certain  tanne,  clr. 


Q  ,         Aral  to  your  knoledsa,  raa  tl>at  tha  Tirat  occasion 
where  Kr.  Euzi-iirdt  had  been  civen  eoccss  to  these  tapea? 

A  Yea  -  to  ny  knsiJlcJso. 

Q  WcULdia  ycu  ii0C2i  anj'fchina  about  it? 

A  . .  .      l\o,  sir. 
.     .        Q  Have  yaa  hoar^  anjthins  of  it? 

A  Ko  -  other  than  that  Just  -  ^usfc  this  f^at  e'plscda. 

Q    "         Eo  -  no  -  did  you  hear  or  did  ycu  hear  ttat  this 
was  the  rirst  occasion    -  or  did  you  aver  hear  tfiat  Mr.  EuahSirlt 
had  been  glvan  access  to  the  tapes  priar  to  Junw  2pth? 

A  Ko  eir  ~  no,  air. 

I        .        Q   .        Do  you  recall  what  the  nuiTibers  were  with  respect 

■       to  the  tapea  that  Kr.  Btwhardt  v^aa  to  listen  to? 

•         A  I  did  nr-t  thsn.   It  has  bean  fcrousht  to  r^  attention 

Boro  recently  ivhat  nu-bera  thsy  were. 

ln.df»'v>.vi«9,i-  ?rr,r-v,'iGi,l  r:^'  q>v-3t:ton  i-.qo   -  «5o  ycu  recall   or  your   own 
ina«pet^Gnt  icncwli^^ie  \!r 'i'ocoilecuion  aa  to  ;;huii  vape  Cene^'ai 
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IN  RE  GRAND  JURY,    MISC.    47 -7 Z,    417-21  ^^q 

J^ls  afiked  ycu  to  cake  arr3ry;ec:'c3B  for  v.v .  Buzhardt  to  hesu:' 
on  the  twenty  fifth  of  June? 

A  Ky  I'occllectioa  of  ap^rcsicataly  t«o  days  a2!>— 

Q  Ido.  -  I  aa  csklnij  you  rlglit  now,  foi*  youi"  present 

recollection  sir.  ■        ■ 

A  !%y  prosecit  rscoilcctloa  lo  tcsed   on  two  days  ago. 

.  ■     Q  Do  yea  i^ave  any  rccoiiectica  now  -  so  tt&t,  we  can 

ciarify  this,  asfco  wi-;at  pscurreiS  on  tho  25th  of  June? 
,  Oo  you  fcave  a  pi-ecise  i'eaoiieotica  £3  to  what  tapo  waa  Qoked 
for  in  otiier-  wcrda? 
.A  Ko  I  do  not  hovo  a  direct  recollection  of  it,  sir, 

Q  i<o^  yoit  i-;2ve  itidlcatcd  ttiat  your  rGociieotlon 

—  sn3  X  tfiink  you  uJ^ed  the  tei'ia  refi'eshj'J  —  tbtit-  your  reooilec 
-tion  was  refreshed  inti:o  lact  two  dayu,  risi;t? 

A.  Yea.  "'" 

Q  •  KcT/  vtrat  i^efreshirf  your  rocollection? 

A  I  think  I  &Ga  a  trar^cript  of  a  White  lloua© 

press  bricflns  — 

Q  Well--  ■  ■      ■; 

•A  Tt^t  iid  ic5tc3  tnat  it  kss  ooso  piece  nrouna  ?:arch 

twontloth  -  son;s  converDatlons  around  I-arch  tw&itieth, 

Ci  what  wai  there  about  this  '^"hlts  Hcuse  briefli^ 

trjat  you  caw  which  rcTi'eJhcd  yoar  recolieetlcn? 

A  (Fauce)         Kpulfi  you  repeat  ttat,   pleaso? 
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Q  Ubat  vtSij  Vhera  about  tni3  White  llouae         ^21 

press  brief ifio  tri=t  rofrdied  your  reaoilectlcn? 

A  Well  I  tnlnH  it  relates  to  a  report  that  I  had 

ijidlcatcd  In  aocrot  te-stlaony  to  the  Senate  Cccralttee 
that  I  h2(5  sDld  that  F,r.  Eijzhardt  Itstcned  to  the  Aca'il  15 
tapa—  cry  recollection  v.-as  that  whan  they  asked  ee  I  cculda't 
reaeEier  what  date  it  wao  and  I  told  thcu  tlisfc,  dIi*,  ocd 
upon  pci'sictont  queatlcnln^  I  quite  frankly  fell  Into  the 
trap  of  cuesslns  —  nca  dur-is     the  tiz,G  that  I  iras  belns 
questioning  by  the  Senate  Coaniittao  the  hearlncs  were  oat 
tGlevislca  -  asd  unasbaacsliy  I  eay  that  dates  fall  Coscther 
in  my  ultd  ani  I  cucoa  Aj:rii  Ipth  '.."as  ch-jo  of  the  dates  that 
was  ratbex"  fj^oaincnt  at  that  tins  to  r.e  -~  I  believe  I  said 
to  the  Senate  Coaalttce  ''I  don't  Jcno.*"  and  I  lay  have 
JCollo^ed  tJiat  by  Daying  ♦•'yea  -  I  believe  it  vas  arouni 
the  ciiddie  of  /:j,ril,   o:?  I  believe  the  15th  of  April". 

li^vi  I  found  this  out  recent^'     in  the  brlefias  and 
I  have  taken  a  ratj-e?  personal  Intci'cat  in  dcternialns  what 
tho  date  actually  was  —  of  the  conversation  that  Mr.  &jchai'dt 
listened  to.  .  '  ■  .    ". 

Q  llcMf  would  ycu  anaaer  ny  question? 

A  I  thoii::ht  I  ted,  sir. 

Q  '  *tj  queation  to  yoa  is  -  wl-iat  was  thers  about  the 

i-ecent  press  brlofin.t;  tJiat  ycu  saw  v;}ilch  refi'eshed  your 
recollection  that  the  taf.-e  in  qucation  \,'as  Karch  twentieth? 
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16.     On  June  25,  26,  27,  28  and  29,  1973  Dean  testified  before  the 
Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities  (SSC) .  He 
testified  about  various  meetings  with  the  President  and  made  allegations 
concerning  his  own  and  Haldeman's,  Ehrllchman's,  Mitchell's  and  the 
President's  Involvement  In  the  Watergate  case. 
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Dean  Hearing  Highlights 


aong    I 


I        'be 


ScMCial  (o  Th«  New  Yt>rk  TlfflM  ' 

WASH/NGTON,  June  25 — Fo/(owmg  are  highlizhis 
of  John  W.  Dean  3d's  testimony  today  6e/o.'c  the  Senate 
Watergate  committee: 

On  his  role— Mr.  Dear  acknowledged  that  he  had 
participated  in  many  aspects  of  the  cover-up  after  the 
bugging  of  the  Democrats,  but  that  he  knew  nothing  about 
the  wiretap  plans  in  advance.  In  general,  he  depicted 
himself  2is  a  restraining  influence  regarding  some  illegal 
proposals  for  political  and  radical  sur\eillance  that  were 
made  after  he  became  White  House  counsel  in  1S70.  He 
said  he  spent  two  weeks  in  early  April  as  a  virtual  double- 
agent  in  the  White  House,  continuing  to  attend  staff 
meetings  while  cooperating  with  Federal  prosecutors. 

Ob  President  NLxon— iMr.  Dean  described  President 
Nixon  as  having  at  least  some  knowledge  of  the  Watergate 
cover-up  after  the  June,  1972,  break-in.  He  said  that  Mr. 
Nixon  permitted  the  cover-up  to  continue  throughout  late 
llarch  and  early  April  even  after  Mr.  Dstra  told  him  about 
Some  ot  the  cover-up  pla.iss.  Mr.  Dean  added  that  the 
president  had  dlsciissed  with  him  the  possibility  of  execu- 
tive clemency  for  some  of  the  Watergate  conspirators  as 
well  as  the  continued  payments  of  cover-up  funds  to  them. 
V  On  H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John  D.  Ehrlichman— Mr. 
Dean  depicted  the  two  former  high-level  White  House 
aides  as  the  prime  unseen  orchestrators  of  the  cover-up. 
He  said  he  took  tew  steps  without  consulting  one  or  the 
other.  His  belief  they  were  attempting  to  "set  him  up," 
Mr.  Dean  said,  made  him  decide  to  begin  cooperating  with 
the  prosecutors.  Mr.  Dean  cited- evidence  indicating  that 
Mr.  Haldeman  received  information  from  the  wiretap  in 
the  Democratic  National  Headquarters  before  the  arrests 
last  June. 

On  John  N.  Mitchell — Mr.  Dean  described  the  former 
Attorney  General  as  having  a  far  more  important  role 
than  previously  known  in  the  White  House  decision-makuig 
early  this  year  in  connection  with  the  cover-up.  Many 
of  the  cover-up  pa>Tnents  were  channeled  through 
Mr.  Mitchell,  he  testified,  and  his  advice  on  crucial  ques- 
tions as  the  cover-up  began  to  unravel  was  repeatedly 


sought  by  Mr.   Haldeman   and   Mr.   Ehrlichman, 

On  Charles  W  Colson-Mr.  Dean  said  t.'^at  th-  foJ^ 
special  Presidentia  counsel  had  directly  interven'edT^ 
Mr.  Nixon  to  seek  c.-cutive  clemencv  fc  E  Ko.^Vd 
Hunt  Jr.,  a  Watergate  conspirator  who  "nad  be»n  br-,u^h' 

President  Nixon  later  comdained  to  him  Mr  Dean  «irt" 
about  Mr.  Colson's  reauest.-Mr.  Dean  de^cViced  Vr  C  "ot' 

^ut*°th^°T/hH """'"''"  '°°  "'■"'^"  ^^'°"=  his  innocence 
but  that  he  had  notning  more  tnan  susoicior.  to  iustifv 
his  feeling  that  Mr.  Colson  knew  a  great  deal  zhJ^Z 
bugging  oparation  in  advance.  - 

On  Henry  E.  Petersen— Mr.  Dean  said  Mr  Petersen 
the  assistant  Attorney  General  who  was  plargd  in  cr--- 
of  the  Watergate  moiiiiy.  was  always  wiil.ng  "to  do  vVot 
he  can  to  aid  the  V/hite  House  in  keeping  tr.e  !id  on  r-^ 
initial  F.B.I,  inquiry.  M.-.  Dean  said  Mr.  Petersen.  roo4:c^  v 
took  steps  to  msure  that  the  normal  rules  or"  inquir/^-,d 
investigation  were  not  appUed  to  members  of  the  Wii-te 
House  staff.  _  "a.u: 

On  political  espionage— Mr.  Dean  gav-  numerous  ex 
aniples  of  what  he  termed  the  "excessive  concern"  in  the 
White  House  for  data  on  -antiwar  demonstrators  as  w-il 
I  as  political  information.  This  concern,  he  suae^sted 
coupled  "with  a  do-i:-yourseif  White  House  staii  r--d- 
less  or  the  law,"  created  the  climate  for  Water^a'^'in 
t.-acing  the  attitude  dirsctlv  to  Prcside.T  NLxcn  ""r  '^-»- 
told  of  Mr.  Nixon's  displeasure  late  in  1:"!  u'doV  s'-e^-'a 
lone  demonstrator  with  a  large  antiwar  sign  in  the  sxa" 
par<  m  front  of  the  White  House.  On»  aid=  told  o'"  t-» 
displeasure,  planned  to  hire  some  "thu^s"  to  c-ve  the 
man  away,  Mr.  Dean  said,  but  was  dissuaded.  " 
_  On  suborning  of  a  judge— Mr.  Dean  ssid  he  !e»-- » 
late  last  summer  that  the  Whits  House  attempted  to'puT 
.pressure  on  the  judge  who  was  heari.T-  the  De-Tocra-c 
party  s  civil  suit  filed  in  connection  with  \V&"^r'''aie  ":> 
delay  the  case  until  after  the  election.  Some  "rrr^etin^? 
oetween  White  Hou.<;e  representatives  and  Jud-e  Charl»s  R 
Richey  were  held  as  iaie  as  March  of  this  ye^,  Mr  D-aV 
said.  He  named  Mr.  Mitchell  as  among  those  aware'of 'the 
er  rort. 

On   Donald   E.   Scgretti— Mr.  Dean   told   of  a   Whit- 
House  cover-up  m  connection  with  the  political  surveillance 
and  espionage  activities  of  Mr.  Segretti.  who  operated  a- 
field  of  agent  provocateurs  during  the  Democratic  nrimarv 
elections  in   1972..  Mr.  Dean  said  he  bnefed  Mr.  Se-retti 
before  his  subsequent  grand  jury  aopearance  last  Au'u<it 
and  also  tned  to  arrange— through  Mr.  Petersen— that  no 
embarrassing  questions  would   be  asked.  After  he  in'er- 
viewpd  Mr.  Segretti  about  his  activities.  Mr    D-an  said 
tpe  information  was  :ipparentlv  relaved  to  Mr   N'ixon   Th» 
President   suosefiuently   decided   to   discharge   Dvnr,ht  c 
Chapm.   his   appointments   secretary  who   served   as   the 
chief  White  House  link  to  Mr.  Segretti.  Mr.  Chaoin's  resig- 
nation was  later  said  to  be  unrelated  to  Watergate         " 
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17.     On  June  27,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  formally  requesting  that 
the  President  furnish  a  detailed  narrative  statement  covering  the  con- 
versations and  Incidents  mentioned  in  Dean's  testimony  before  the  SSC. 
Cox  stated  that  it  was  important  that  the  President's  evidence  be 
obtained  without  undue  interference  with  the  President's  responsibilities. 

Page 

17.1  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 
June  27,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 318 
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AC/flc 

June  27.    1973 


Mr.  J,  Fred  Buzhardt 
Cotinsel  to  the  President 
Tae  TThite  House 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Buzhardt: 

The  testimony  of  John  W.  Dean,  III  before  the 
Select  Conmittee  of  the  Senate  wakes  it  necessary  for  me 
to  raise  the  matter  of  obtaining  the  evidence  of  the 
President  upon  incidents  of  which  he  has  first  hand 
knowledge.  Although  Dean's  testimony  was  given  in  another 
forua,  his  version  of  events  is  eqxzally  available  to  this 
office  and  the  grand  jury.  The  President  has  also  been 
faaraed  in  other  testimony  as  one  who  has  critical  information 
about  the  involvement  of  a  nrmber  of  pe  rsons  in  a  major 
conspiracy  to  obstruct  justice. 

The  normal  course  -  apart  from  Presidential  office 
and  responsibilities  -  would  be  to  ask  such  a  crucial  witness 
to  conie  in  for  an  interview  or  to  subpoena  him  for  testimony 
before  the  grand  jury.  His  testimony  would  be  not  only 
material  but  well-nigh  essential  in  any  real  search  for  the 
truth.   If  he  did  not  appear  voltintarily,  he  would  be 
subpoenaed. 

The  fact  that  a  crucial  witness  in  this  investigation 
is  the  President  does  not  make  his  testimony  any  less  important 
to  the  administration  of  jxistice.   Nor  can  I  assiroe  that  the 
President  is  laiwilling  to  cortribute  all  the  information  he  has 
to  the  ascertainment  of  the  truth.   Thus,  there  is  no  reason 
at  this  time  to  enter  upon  debate  about  whether  he  can  be 
STibpoenaed  to  appear  before  the  Grand  Jury.   It  is  important, 
however,  that  the  evidence  be  obtained  without  undue 
interference  with  the  performance  of  the  heavy  and  time- 
consuming  responsibilities  the  Presidency  entails . 


OOlOli 
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Under  these  circumstances,  the  least  inconvenient 
course  to  the  President  would  seem  to  be  for  him  to 
furnish  a  detailed  narrative  statement  covering  the 
conversations  and  incidents  mentioned  in  John  Dean's 
testimony.   The  President  would  doubtless  wish  to  attach 
copies  of  all  relevant  transcripts  and  other  papers  or 
memoranda.   After  studying  the  narrative  there  might  well  be 
questions  I  would  wish  to  put  to  the  President  personally. 
Possibly,  further  requests  may  become  necssary  from  time 
to  time,  but  I  would  hope  that  the  advance  preparation  of 
a  narrative  statement  would  {lunreadable]  the  demand  upon  the  President's 
time  to  the  necessary  minimum.   Both  the  narrative  statement 
and  any  subsequent  interview  would  be  treated  with  the 
secrecy  accorded  grand  jury  testimony. 

Will  you  please  treat  this  letter  as  a  formal 
request  for  the  kind  of  narrative  statement  described  above 
and  give  me  the  Presic  nt's  response  in  the  near  future? 


Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


File 

Chron 

Cox 


Retyped  from  indistinct  original 
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testimony.     The  Pr«l,j^'CJn'i*^.2^h  to  attach 
copies  of  all  relcT«3rrrC%^f ^fTtS^Stf^ape"  or 
memoranda.     After  .c^f^.lTtC  illrSlJ^e  °^S^t  well  be 
questions  I  would  y^'^^^'I^S^^  personally. 

Possibly,   further  r ,..^-^  ^-'*!Sr^  from  time 

to  time,  but  I  voald  j^^  c^-t  a-  •,#i«aC*-pJ^®P^'='ation  of 
?4^f^^4v^  state-^c  >^:<  «^\S»TiSS^«pon  the  President's 
cime  to  the  neceti«rr  aiAt»M       ftot^  JfiWJ**"^®^^''®  statement 
and  any  subseouent  lac*r-ri««  ^^^HlbtStited  with  the 
secrecy  accorded  f:r«a4  Jwr  I  njr iimiij  ■^^" "" 

Will  you  pl.M,  tr»,t   c^u  l»«««S««y  a  formal 
request  for  the  tlnd  of  sk*rr*tt*tt  «««•«»£  described  above 
and  give  ne  the  ?r*jil<&Mt '•   nnjmc  tn  "^^  near  future? 


»f  wearily. 


i^^#«Ut..frbfecutor 


00i0i2 


File 

Chron 

Cox 
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18.     On  June  28 »  1973  Fred  LaRue  pleaded  guilty  to  a  one-count  felony 
Infomation  charging  that  he  conspired  with  other  unnamed  persons  to 
Influence,  obstruct  and  Impede  the  due  administration  of  justice.  The 
information  charged  a  conspiracy  to  pay  money  to  the  defendants  In 
United  States  v.  Llddy  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  their  silence  and 
specified  as  an  overt  act  In  furtherance  of  the  conspiracy  the  receipt 
by  LaRue  of  $280,000  In  cash  on  or  about  December  1,  1972.  LaRue 
agreed  to  disclose  all  Information  In  his  possession  and  testify  as  a 
irltness  for  the  Government  In  any  and  all  cases  with  respect  to  which 
he  may  have  relevant  Information. 
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18. 1     UNITED  STATES  v.    LaRUE  INFORMATION,    JUNE  27.    1972 


UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUt'IBIA 


The  United  States  of  America 

V. 

Fred  C.  LaRue 


^ 


JUN  2  7 ,9,^3 

JAMES  F.   DAVEY,  Clerk 


Criminal  No 


^S<^-73 


Violation  18  U.S.  Code 
371 

Conspiracy  to  Obstruct 
-~~     Justice 


INFORMATION 

The  United  States  of  America,  by  its  Attorney,  The  Special  Prosecutor, 
Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force  Charges: 

1.  At  all  times  material  herein,  a  Grand  Jury,  duly 
empanelled  and  sv7orn  on  June  5,  1972,  in  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  was  conducting  an  investigation 
in  conjunction  with  the  United  States  Attorney's  Office  for  said 
district  and  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  to  determine 
whether  there  were  violations  in  the  District  of  Columbia  involving 
unlawful  conspiracy  (18  U.S.C.  #371)^ unlawful  interception  of  wire 
and  oral  communications  (18  U.S.C.  #2510),  burglary  (22  D.C.  Code 
1801(b))  and  unlawful  possession  of  intercepting  devices  (22  D.C. 
Code  5A3(a)),  statutes  of  the  United  States  and  the  District  of 
Coliombia  and  to  identify  the  individual  or  individuals  who  had 
committed  such  violations. 

2.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  United  States  Attorney's 
Office  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  were  parts  of  the  Department  of  Justice. 

3.  At  all  times  material  herein,  the  Committee  for  the  Re- 
election of  the  President  was  conducting  campaign  activities  in 
behalf  of  the  re-election  of  Richard  H.  Nixon  as  President  of  the 
United  States,  v/ith  offices  and  headquarters  at  1701  Pennsylvania 
A.venue,  N.W.  Washington,  D.C. 
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4.  Fred  C.  LaRue  was  associated  with  the  Cop'.niittee  for 
the  Re-election  of  the  President  from  about  January,  1972, 
through  March,  1973,  as  senior  advisor  and  special  assistant. 

5.  From  on  or  about  June  17,  1972,  and  continuing 
thereafter  up  to  March  23,  1973.  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsev/here,  Fred  C.  LaRue,  the  defendant  herein,  unlawfully, 
wilfully  and  knowingly  did  agree,  combine,  and  conspire  with 
co-conspirators  unnamed  herein,  to  commit  offenses  against  the 
United  States,  to-wit,  violations  of  Title  18,  United  States 
Code,  Section  1503,  in  that  they  did  corruptly  endeavor  to 
influence,  obstruct  and  impede  the  due  administration  of  justice. 

■6.   It  V7as  a  part  of  said  conspiracy  that  the  defendant 
LaRue  and  others  unnamed  herein  v7Guld  and  did  devise,  implement 
and  carry  out  a  strategy,  plan  and  scheme  to  impede,  impair  and  , 
obstruct  the  joint  investigation  by  the  Grand  Jury  and  the 
Department  of  Justice  by  concealing  evidence  relevant  to  matters 
which  V7ere  the  subject  of  the  investigation. 

7.  It  was  a  further  part  of  said  conspiracy  that  in  order 
to  implement  the  strategy,  plan  and  scheme  referred  to  in  para- 
graph six  (6)  hereof,  the  defendant  and  co-conspirators  would  and 
did  participate  in  meetings  to  develop  and  prepare  false,  deceptive, 
and  misleading  testimony  to  be  given  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In- 
vestigation, United  States  Attorney's  Office  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  Grand  Jury  and  ultimately  to  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

8.  It  was  a  further  part  of  said  conspiracy  that  the 
defendant  and  his  co-conspirators  would  and  did  covertly  acquire,  ' 
transmit,  distribute  and  pay  cash  funds  for  the  benefit  of  the 
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indivtduals  named  in  the  indictment  in  Criminal  Case  No.  1827-72 
in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
both  prior  and  subsequent  to  the  return  of  the  indictment  on 
September  15,  19  72,  for  the  purpose  of  concealing  the  identities 
of  other  participants  in  the  violations  charged  in  said  indictment 
and  the  scope  of  these  and  related  activities. 

9.   In  furtherance  of  and  in  order  to  effectuate  the  object 
of  the  aforesaid  conspiracy,  the  defendants  and  co-conspirators 
did  do  and  perform  and  caused  to  be  done  and  performed  the 
following  overt  ac:s  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  at  diverse 
other  places. 

Overt  Acts 

1.  On  or  about  June  19,  1972,  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Fred  C.  LaRue  and  others  unnamed  herein  met  at  the  apartment  of 
a  co-conspirator  unnamed  herein  and  agreed  to  destroy  or  cause 
to  be  destroyed  certain  incriminating  records  relating  to  the 
break-in  at  the  Watergate  offices  of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee. 

2.  On  or  about  July  19,  1972,  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Fred  C.  LaRue  delivered  a  sum  of  money  in  cash  to  Herbert  M. 
Kalmbach  in  an  office  of  the  Old  Executive  Office  Building. 

3.  On  or  about  July  26,  1972,  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Fred  C.  LaRue  delivered  a  sum  of  money  in  cash  to  Herbert  M. 
Kalmbach. 

4.  Prior  to  August  16,  1972,  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Fred  C.  LaRue  and  others  unnamed  herein,  attended  meetings  on 
the  fourth  floor  of  1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W.,  where 

Jeb  S.  Magruder's  false,  misleading  and  deceptive  statement, 
previously  made  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  was 
further  discussed. 
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5.  On  or  about  August  16,  1972,  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Jeb  S.  Magruder  gave  false,  deceptive  and  misleading 
testimony  to  tne  Grand  Jury. 

6.  On  or  about  September  19,  1972,  in  the  District  of 
Colxombia,  Fred  C.  LaRue  received  approximately  twenty-nine 
thousand  nine  hundred  dollars  ($29,900)  in  cash. 

I       7.   On  or  about  December  1,  1972,  in  the  District  of 

Columbia,  Fred  C.  LaP>.ue  received  approximately  two  hundred  and 
I  eighty  thousand  dollars  ($280,000)  in  cash. 


(All  in  Violation  of  18  U.S.  Code  371) 


Special  Prosecutor 
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CRIMINAL  DOCKET 
ll«itt^   States  Bistrirt  (lluurl  for  the  ilistrid  of  (Cohmibta    \   ^^ 

■  .  y 


.    PARTIES 

ATTORNEYS               '  ^    D           CRIMINAL  NO.  t>^<"^   ' 

UNITED  STATES 

o.  s.  ATTORNEY  ja^iBs  F.Noal  &  •;                           ' 

1 

1 

Thomas  Connally, Special   t: 

!  FRED  C.  LaRUE 

Prosecution  Force  ;Silberti'  charge 

: 

j  POID     _         DOB- 

Glanzer  &  Campbell, AUSA   1  IS  USC  371 

1 

I  (Conspiracy  to  Obstruct  ' 

Fred  M.  Vinson.  Jr.  (RETj)  Justice) 

800  17th  St.,   NW 

1 

j 

' 

1 

! 

DATE  FILED 

6-27-73 

BONO-             I 

PR  w/conditions 

1514  Watergate  S. 

l! 

Washington,  DC  & 

ii 

1 

618  Beasley  Road 

Jackson,  Mississ 

! 

i      '  - 

' 

DATE 

PROCEEDINGS 

l^/^Jtine 

1 

27 

INDICTMENT  FILED                        (^   COUnt) 

S  L973June 

27 

APPEARANCE  of  Fred  M.  Vinson,  Jr.  as  counsel  for  deft. 

t 

(A.Mo) : ARRAIGNMENT:  Waiver  of  indictment  filed  in  Open  Court;  pre- 

sentment made  6i.<thformation  filed  in  Open  Court;  information  read  to 

deft  by  Court:  PLEA  OF  GUILTY  entered  to  Information 

:  referred;  deft, 
oing  a  DC  Bail 

released  in  custody  of  counsel  for  purpose  of  underg 

1 

Agency  interview. 

1 
il 

.^py  of  letter  dated  6-12-73  from  Archibald  Cox,  Special  Watergate 

1: 

■ 

Prosecutor,  to  Fred  M.  Vinson, Jr.  advising  that  Govt  v;ill  accept  guil. 

\ 

plea  from  deft  to  a  one  count  indictment  charging  a 

conspiracy  to  ob- 

\_ 

struct  iustice. 

i 

D.  C.   Bail  Agency  Report  of  6-27-73. 

(P.M.):  Deft  released  on  Personal  Recognizance  pursuant  to  certain 

■            ! 

^conditions  which  are  to  be  promulgated  in  an  order  to  be  submitted  by 

;        1    US  Attv. 

;         1 

!             SIRICA,  C,J,    Rep-N.Sokal  (A.M.  &  P.M.)    Fred  M,  Vinson, Atty 

koriTINUEI 

) 

1 

■                              1 

1   -  . 

FPI— BS~2-2a-72— an— 90H 


-i^ 
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llititcli   §tatcs  }Distvtct  CCuuri  fur  the  jDistrJri  uf  (Culimibia 


•dL.ates  vs.     FRED  C.LaRUE cr.  No. 


-Supplemental  Page  No. 


PnoCEEDINCS 


'un  23    TRANSCRIPT  OF  PROCEEDINGS  of  6-27-73,  pages  1-22  inclusive. 


Rep;  N.  Sokal;  Court  copy. 


ruly  3: ORDER  setting  forth  certain  conditions  of  release  pending  sentence.  (N] 

SIRICA,  C.J. 


Jul  111 PASSPORT  of  deft,  which  Court  ordered  to  be  surrendered  per  Order  of 


7-3-73  delivered  to  Clerk  by  counsel  on  7-10-73;  passport  turned  over  to 


i'D.C.  Bail  Agency  7-11-73  pursuant  to  Order  of  7-3-73.  BY  CLERK 


RECEIPT  for  passport. 


LETTER  dated  7-13 -73  from  Fred  M.  Vinson,  Jr.,  to  Judge  Sirica  ad- 


rul.  l6j 


vising  Judge  Sirica  that  he  is  waiving  requirement  of  paragraph  11,  Rule  5C 


l|  plan  adopted  by  Court  on  April  k,    1973,  for  furnishing  pre-sentence  report; 


i  within  1  month  of  conviction. 


uli  30 


ORDER  amending  conditions  of  release,  (signed  7/27/73)  (N)  SIRICA,  C.J 


iSep  2 


ORDER  granting  permission  to  deft  to  visit  Alberta  &  British  Columbia, 


r.anpda^    fn-r    fhp  pprinH  Q-77-7T  fn  in-7-7-^.(N) SIRICA,  C.J. 
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WAlliRCiA  It-  SIT.CIAl,  I'ilOSrCUriO'N  FOIiCE 

United  Si;i!cs  ()jp;ii!meii;  cir.Iiistico 

1425  K  Street.  N.W. 

Washington,  D.C.  2G005 


June  12,  1973 


Mr.  Fred  H.  Vinson,  Jr.,  Esq.  £^ f) 

300  17th  Street,  N.W.  "^^^2 9 

-Washington.  D,  C.  J^^^^     //;o^ 

Dear  Mr.  Vinson:  .      '       "  •^l/pi. 

The  Government  \v2-ll  accept  a  guilty  plea  from 
Mr.  Fred  LaRue  to  a  one  count  indictment  or  information 
charging  a  conspiracy  to  obstruct  justice.   This  vjill 
dispose  of  all  other  potential  charges  against  your  client 
which  inight-otherxvfise  arise  out  of  the  investigation  of  the  ' 
so-called  Watergate  incident  and  the  alleged  cover-up 
relating  thereto,  including  X'/ithout  limitation  possible 
violations  of  the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act  and  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Act.   The  Government  V7ill  join  with  you  in. 
urging  that  I'Ir.  LaRue 's  sentencing  be  deferred  until  after 
•the  trial  of  those  im.plicated  by  testimony  already  given  by 
Mr.  LaRue  and  that  Mr.  LaP>.ue  be  permitted  to  remain  on  bond 
or  on  recognizance  .pending  sentence  in  order  to  facilitate 
his  cooperation  with  the  Government. 

Finally,  this  understanding  is  predicct2d  upon  Mr.  LaRue' s  ■ 
complete  cooperation  with  the  Government,  including  the  '  -.  _ 
immediate,  full  and  truthful  disclosure"  of  all  information  in 
his  possession.   Ultimately,"  Tif  course,  he  will  be  required 
to  testify  as  a  witness  for  the  Government  in  any  and  all^ 
cases  with  respect  to  which  he  may  have  relevant  information. 
-The  extent  of  h"is  cooperation  vzill  be  brought  to  the  Court's 
attention  by  the  Government  before  sentencing. 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 
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19.     Richardson  has  stated  that  on  July  3,  1973  Halg  called  hla  to 
complain  about  a  news  story  that  Cox  was  investigating  expenditures 
relating  to  the  "Western  White  House"  at  San  Clemente.  Richardson  has 
stated  that  Halg  told  hiin  that  he  ought  to  get  Cox  to  issue  a  statement 
that  Cox  was  making  no  such  investigation.  Richardson  determined  from 
Cox  that  he  was  not  investigating  San  Clemente  and  Cox  agreed  to  state 
publicly  that  he  was  not.  Richardson  has  stated  that  he  notified  Halg 
that  Cox  had  agreed  to  make  a  statement  and  that  Halg  told  him  that  the 
statement  was  Inadequate.  Richardson  has  stated  that  the  President 
broke  in  on  the  conversation  and  told  him  that  he  wanted  a  statement 
from  Cox  within  an  hour  that  Cox  was  not  investigating  San  Clemente. 


Page 
19.1  Elliot  Richardson  affidavit  submitted  to  House 

Judiciary  Committee,  June  17,  1974 330 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
OF  THE  UNITED   STATES 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 


AFFIDAVIT 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA,  ss: 

ELLIOT  RICHARDSON,  being  duly  sworn,  in  response  to  specific  points 
of  interest  to  counsel  for  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  deposes 
and  says: 

1.  From  May  25,  1973  to  October  20,  1973  I  served  as  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States.  While  I  held  that  position  I  had  conversations 
with  the  President  and  others  relating  to  the  work  of  the  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force.  This  affidavit  contains  information  relating  to  certain 
of  those  conversations  and  supplements  my  testimony  in  November,  1973  before 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee. 

2.  On  May  25,  1973,  just  before  my  swearing  in  as  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States,  I  had  a  brief  conversation  with  the  President  in  the 
Oval  Office.  The  President  referred  to  his  statement  of  May  22,  1973  relating 
to  the  waiver  of  executive  privilege  as  to  testimony  concerning  Watergate, 
and  told  me  that  his  statement  did  not  mean  that  there  would  be  any  such 
waiver  of  executive  privilege  as  to  documents.   I  was  not  aware  until  then 
that  the  word  "testimony"  had  been  used  advisedly  in  the  President's  May  22nd 
statement.   I  did  not  say  anything  in  response  to  what  the  President  told  me. 
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3.  On  July  3,  1973  General  Halg,  the  President's  Chief  of  Staff, 
called  me  about  a  Los  Angeles  Times  story  that  Mr.  Cox  was  investigating 
expenditures  related  to  the  "Western  White  House"  at  San  Clemente.   I  called 
Mr.  Cox,  who  said  that  he  was  not  investigating  San  Clemente.  Mr.  Cox 
explained  that  he  had  asked  his  press  officer  to  assemble  press  clippings 

on  San  Clemente  after  Mr.  Cox  was  questioned  about  San  Clemente  at  a  press 
conference.   The  press  officer  requested  clippings  from  the  Los  Angeles  Times, 
which  had  carried  most  of  the  articles.   I  called  General  Haig  back  and  told 
him  this.   He  said  that  I  ought  to  get  a  statement  from  Mr.  Cox  saying  that 
Mr.  Cox  was  not  investigating  the  matter.  General  Haig  said  that  he  was 
not  sure  the  President  was  not  going  to  move  on  this  to  discharge  Mr.  Cox, 
and  that  it  could  not  be  a  matter  of  Cox's  charter  to  investigate  the  President 
of  the  United  States.   I  called  Mr.  Cox,  who  agreed  to  make  a  statement.   Some 
time  after  1:00  p.m.  I  called  back  General  Haig,  who  said  the  statement  was 
Inadequate.  At  this  point  the  President  broke  in  on  the  conversation.  The 
President  said  that  he  wanted  a  statement  by  Mr.  Cox  making  it  clear  that 
Mr.  Cox  was  not  investigating  San  Clemente,  and  he  wanted  it  by  two  o'clock. 

4.  On  July  23,  1973  General  Haig  called  and  told  me  that  the  "boss" 


was  veiry  "uptight"  about  Cox  and  complained  about  various  of  his  activities, 
including  letters  to  the  IRS  and  the  Secret  Service  from  the  Special 
Prosecutor's  office  seeking  information  on  guidelines  for  electronic 
surveillance.   General  Haig  told  me  that  "if  we  have  to  have  a  confrontation 
we  will  have  it."  General  Haig  said  that  the  President  wanted  "a  tight  line 
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dravm  with  no  further  mistakes,"  and  that  "if  Cox  does  not  agree,  we  will 
get  rid  of  Cox."   In  this  instance  Mr.  Cox  agreed  that  the  requests  for 
Information  contained  in  the  letters  sent  by  his  office  to  Treasury 
Department  agencies  had  been  over-broadly  stated. 

5.   In  late  September  or  early  October  1973  I  met  with  the  President 
in  regard  to  the  Agnew  matter.  After  we  had  finished  our  discussion  about 
Mr.  Agnew,  and  as  we  were  walking  toward  the  door,  the  President  said  in 
substance,  "Now  that  we  have  disposed  of  that  matter,  we  can  go  ahead  and 
get  rid  of  Cox."  There  was  nothing  more  said. 


Elliot  Richardson 


DATED 


<C^'7  111*^ 


Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  I '  day  of  June,  1974. 


'-;, 


Notary  Public 
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20.     On  July  6,  1973  Cox  announced  that  the  American  Airlines  Corpora- 
tion voluntarily  acknowledged  it  had  made  illegal  corporate  contributions 
to  the  Committee  to  Re-elect  the  President  (CRP)  in  1971-72  and  agreed 
to  cooperate  fully  with  the  Special  Prosecutor's  office. 

i  Page 
20.1  Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force  press  release, 

July  6,  1973 324 
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W  At  I  K(i  \  I  I    M-l  flAI.  I'KOSl  (  i:  I  ld\  ]()[[(, 
Uiiitcil  Si:i';s  l)j[Mr(nicnl  (il   Ik^Iicj 
l-i.'!:)  K  Sued,  N.W  . 
\Vas!;iimt(in.  D.C.  21)005 


r 


L 


FOR  IKuMEDIATE  RELEASE 
FRIDAY,  JULY  G,  1973 


The  Special  Prosecutor  Archibald  Cox  announced 
today  that  one  of  the  nation's  major  corporations  — 
American  Airlines  —  has  voluntarily  acknowledged  illegal 
corporate  contributions  to  the  Committee  to  Re-Elect  the 
President  in  1971-72  and  agreed  to  cooperate  fully  with 
this  office. 

Mr.  Cox  noted  that  the  Federal  Election  Laws, 
specifically  Section  610  of  the  Federal  Criminal  Code, 
forbid  corporate  contributions  to  political  campaigns 
and  that  campaign  committees,  campaign  officials,  corporations, 
and  also  individual  corporate  officers  violate  18  U.S.C.  610 
Vvhen  such  a  contribution  is  made.   He  added,  "Ws  are  not 
adopting  any  blanket  policy  towards  either  corporations  or 
individual  officers;  but  it  is  fair  to  say  that  when 
corporate  officers  come  forv/ard  voluntarily  and  early  to 
disclose  illegal  political  contributions  to  candidates  of 
either  party,  their  voluntary  acknowledgement  will  be 
considered  as  a  m.itigating  circumstance  in  deciding  what 
charges  to  bring." 


OVER 
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The  V/atergate  Special  Prosecution  Force  in   presGincj 
ahead  its  investigation  into  violations  of  canpaign 
contribution  laws.   Mr.  Cox  corrinandsd  the  forthright  action 
of  Air>erican  Airlines  executives  and  expressed  the  hope 
that  other  responsible  corporate  executives  v,-ould  also 
realize  the  damage  created  by  illegal  campaign  financing 
and  come  forv.-ard  like  American  Airlines  in  an  effort  to 
put  an  end  to"  such  practices.   "Whether  they  come  forward 
or  not,"  he  said,  "we  intend  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  illegal 
funding  practices." 
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21.     On  July  6,  1973  the  President,  In  response  to  requests  from 
the  SSC,  wrote  to  Senator  Ervln  that  he  would  not  testify  before  the 
Committee  and  would  not  allow  access  to  Presidential  papers  prepared 
or  received  by  former  members  of  his  staff.  The  President  stated  that 
he  would  allow  present  and  former  White  House  staff  members  to  testify. 


21.1  Letter  from  President  Nixon  to  Sam  Ervln,  ^^^e 
Exhibit  F,  Senate  Select  Committee  v.  Nixon, 

July  6,  1973 338 

21.2  Letter  from  Harry  S.  Truman  to  Harold  Velde, 
November  12,  1953,  9  Presidential  Documents 

892 346 
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THE  WHITE  HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

The  Western  White  House 
San  Cleraente 

July   6,    1973 


1593-73 

FILED 
AUG  9  1973 
JAMES  F.  DAVEY,  Clerk 


Dear  Mr.  Chairman: 


I  am  advised  that  members  of  the  Senate  Select  Committee 
have  raised  the  desirability  of  my  testifying  before  the 
Committee.   I  am  further  advised  that  the  Committee  has 
requested  access  to  Presidential  papers  prepared  or 
received  by  former  members  of  my  staff. 

In  this  letter  I  shall  state  the  reasons  why  I  shall  not  testify 

before  the  Committee  or  permit  access  to  Presidential 

papers. 


I  want  to  strongly  emphasize  that  ray  decision.  In  both  cases. 
Is  based  on  my  Constitutional  obligation  to  preserve  intact 
the  powers  and  prerogatives  of  the  Presidency  and  not  upon 
any  desire  to  withhold  information  relevant  to  your  inquiry. 

My  staff  is  under  instructions  to  co-operate  fully  with  yours 
in  furnishing  information  pertinent  to  your  inquiry.   On 
22  May  1973,  I  directed  that  the  right  of  executive  privilege, 
"as  to  any  testimony  conceming  possible  criminal  conduct 
or  discussions  of  possible  criminal  conduct,  in  the  natters 
presently  under  investigation,"  no  longer  be  invoked  for 
present  or  former  members  of  the  White  House  staff.   In 
the  case  of  my  former  Counsel,  I  waived  in  addition  the 
attorney-client  privilege. 

These  acts  of  cooperation  with  the  Committee  have  been 
genuine,  extensive  and,  in  the  history  of  such  matters, 
extraordinary. 
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The  pending  requests,  however,  would  move  us  from  proper 
Presidential  cooperation  with  a  Senate  Committee  to  jeopardizing 
the  fundamental  Constitutional  role  of  the  Presidency. 

This  I  must  and  shall  resist. 

No  President  could  function  if  the  private  papers  of  his  office, 
prepared  by  his  personal  staff,  were  open  to  public  scrutiny. 
Formulation  of  sound  public  policy  requires  that  the  President 
and  his  personal  staff  be  able  to  communicate  among  themselves 
in  complete  candor,  and  that  their  tentative  judgments,  their 
exploration  of  alternatives,  and  their  frank  comments  on  issues 
and  personalities  at  home  and  abroad  remain  confidential.   I 
recognize  that  in  your  investigation  as  in  others  of  previous 
years,  arguments  can  be  and  have  been  made  for  the  Identification 
and  perusal  by  the  President  or  his  Counsel  of  selected  documents 
for  possible  release  to  the  Committees  or  their  staffs.   But 
such  a  course,  I  have  concluded,  would  inevitably  result  in 
the  attrition,  and  the  eventual  destruction,  of  the  indispensable 
principle  of  confidentiality  of  Presidential  papers. 


The  question  of  testimony  by  members  of  the  White  House 
staff  presents  a  difficult  but  different  problem.  While  notes 
and  papers  often  involve  a  wide-ranging  variety  and  inter- 
mingling of  confidential  matters,  testimony  can,  at  least,  be 
limited  to  matters  within  the  scope  of  the  investigation.   For 
this  reason,  and  because  of  the  special  nature  of  this  particular 
Investigation,  I  have  agreed  to  permit  the  unrestricted  testimony 
of  present  and  former  White  House  staff  members  before  your 
Committee. 


The  question  of  my  own  testimony,  however,  is  another  matter. 
I  have  concluded  that  if  I  were  to  testify  before  the  Committee 
irreparable  damage  would  be  done  to  the  Constitutional  principle 
of  separation  of  powers.   My  poaition  in  this  regard  is  supported 
by  ample  precedents  with  which  you  are  familiar  and  which  need 


Indistinct  docuuient  "typed  by 
Souse  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


(339) 


22.1     PRESIDENT  NIXON  LETTER,   JULY  6,    197 S  EXHIBIT  F, 
SENATE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  V.    NIXON 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


-  3 


not  be  recited  here.   It  is  appropriate,  however,  to  refer 
to  one  particular  occasion  on  which  this  issue  was  raised. 

In  1953  a  Coramittee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  sought 
to  subpoena  former  President  Truman  to  Inquire  about 
matters  of  which  he  had  personal  knowledge  while  he  had 
served  as  President.   As  you  may  recall.  President  Truman 
declined  to  comply  with  the  subpoena  on  the  ground  that  the 
separation  of  powers  forbade  his  appearance.   This  position 
was  not  challenged  by  the  Congress. 

It  is  difficult  to  improve  upon  President  Truman's  discussion 
of  this  matter.   Therefore,  I  request  that  his  letter,  which  is 
enclosed  for  the  Committee's  convenience,  be  made  part  of 
the  Committee's  record. 

The  Constitutional  doctrine  of  separation  of  powers  is 
fundamental  to  our  structure  of  government.   In  my  view,  as 
in  the  view  of  previous  Presidents,  its  preservation  is  vital. 
In  this  respect,  the  duty  of  every  President  to  protect  and 
defend  the  Constitutional  rights  and  powers  of  his  Office  is 
an  obligation  that  runs  directly  to  the  people  of  this  country. 

The  l^ite  House  staff  td.ll  continue  to  cooperate  fully  with 
the  Committee  in  furnishing  information  relevant  to  its 
investigation  except  in  those  Instances  where  I  determine 
that  meeting  the  Committee's  demands  would  violate  ray 
Constitutional  responsibility  to  defend  the  office  of  the 
Presidency  against  encroachment  by  other  Branches. 

At  an  appropriate  time  during  your  hearings,  I  intend  to 

address  publicly  the  subjects  you  are  considering.   In  the 

meantime,  in  the  context  of  Senate  Resolution  60,  I  consider 

it  my  Constitutional  responsibility  to  decline  to  appear  personally 

under  any  circumstances  before  your  Committee  or  to  grant 

access  to  Presidential  files. 

I  respect  the  responsibilities  placed  upon  you  and  your 
colleagues  by  Senate  Resolution  60.   I  believe  you  and 
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your  Committee  colleagues  equally  respect  the  responsibility 
placed  upon  me  to  protect  the  rights  and  powers  of  the 
Presidency  nnder  the  Constitution. 

Sincerely, 


Honorable  Sam  J.  Ervin,  Jr. 

Chairman 

Select  Committee  on  Presidential 

Campaign  Activities 
United  States  Senate 
Washington,  D.C.    20510 

Enclosure 


cc:   Honorable  Howard  H.  Baker 
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in<):{-73 


WASil. Nr.VC/N 


H'rC  ED 


r:     Q  ^^7T 


July  6,   1971 


Ai;a   91^ 


Ooar  ^•;r. 


;i.;.;  i-inan: 


n 


ive  raised  tl.e  do siie,.bility  of  my  testit'ying  ooforo  che 

'  vO  riliTliLjC'C  •        I   c*m   xUruAe*    3.dvlscd    cTiclC   Ui"iC    V^OiVliVli'wtOd   jTaclS 

j"'.'>^,uCiitod  accci>3  CO  Presidcritial  papers  prepared  or 
received  "oy  former  members  of  my  staff. 


i:iiis  loccer  I  shall  siate  the  reabons  why  I  sliall  r.oi  ie: 
ic'oreche  Coriimi\;l;ee  or  permit  access  to  ProGideritial 
pfijjcr  B, 


.ly 


i  want  to  strongiy  emphasize  that  rr^y  decision,   iii  both  caoec, 
'..■  ijr.scd  on  my  Con£.i;itULional  obligatioii  to  preserve  iiitac.; 
i.o  2Jov.-ers  and  prerogatives  of  the  Presidency  and  not  upon 
r"i,.y  desire  to  withhold  information  relevant  'co  your  inqviiry. 

.Viy  sir.a" .is  under  instructions  to  co-operate  fully  wiu!i  yours 
,,;   r.ir.-.isi-.ing  inforiV-ation  pertinent  to  your  inquiry.     On 
.:.'.  M.-'/  iV73,    I  directed  that  the  right  of  executive  privilege, 
'..  ,  CO  a..y  tosiimor.y  concerning  possible  crin.inal  conduct 
o.'  cii -.cussions  of  possi'olc  criminal  conduct,    ir.  the  maLCora 
jMCSontl/  under  iiivostigation,  "  no  longer  be  Invoked  for 
present  or  former  members  of  the  Whice  Kovise   staff,     in 
tiip  case  of  my  former  Counsel,    I  waived  in  addition  the 
."itiorncy-clicnt  privilege. 

Tiicsc;  acts  of  cooperation  with  the  Committee  have  been 
genuine,    extensive  and,    in  the  hiotory  of  such  matters, 
cxcraordinary. 
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Tiio  pov.uin;;  roquostj,    however,   would  inovo  u^  Iroir.  pi-o;vc;i 
Pre.sjc,oul;iai  coo/JoraCion  wi^.i  z.  ^.\i.'^o  Co."ijv\iw»:oo  to  jt:op,AVv*lzi.i'' 
tlio  fanuamoi'.tul  Coribidiuuionai  role  o»  ti.o  1- 

Tliis  I  must  and  a.iall  roisist. 

i\"o  President  couui  rur.ction  if  the  2'^iV"''^c  papers  of  hio  orfice, 
;>iOp.-ircd  by  liis  povoonal  staff,    were  open  to  public  scrutiny. 
Fo  i-mulation  r.f  sound  public  policy  requires  that  '.".ic  President 
aud  iiis  personal  staff  be  able  to  coiruriunicate  arnon^  tiven-.eolvos 
i.A  completo  candor,    and  t'nat  tneir  tentative  jud^menti,    thiir 
exploration  of  alternatives,    and  their  frard^.  conimentii  on  issues 
a. id  per  tonalities  at  home  and  abroad  reniain  confidential.     1 
roro;;ni-c  tliat  iri  your  investijjation  as  in  otiiers  of  previous 
years,    arguments  can  be  and  iiave  been  n'lai.c  for  chc  idenlifiCcVtioii 
arid  periisal  by  the  President  or  his  Coiuisei  of  selected  docur.itiuto 
for  possible  release  to  the  Conirnittees  or  their  staffs.     But 
ft'icii  a  courde,   I    have  concluded,   would  inevitably  result  in 
the  attrition,    and  th>e  event"ual  destruction,    of  the  indiapeiiuablo 
priiiciple  of  confidontij.iit'y  of  President'ial  papex-s. 

ViiO  question  of  tesuiniony  by  members  of  c'f.e  White  House 
::,;irf  presents  a  difficult  but  diffovo.^t  problen"..     Wnile  r.o'tei 
.n.f.  papers  often  involve  a  wido-rangin^  variety  a;id  intor- 
■  ,■. rnjlitig  of  confidonviai  matters,    testimony  can,    at  icc-vst,    be 
j\.'.iijv'<*  cO  masters  v^itiUn  ti.e  scope  Oi.  tr.e  mvesti^aLiOn.     **  or 
i.iu.-  reason,    and  because  of  tlie  special  nature  of  this  particular 
ii4vcyi;i,L;ation,   I  have  agreed  to  pcrrnit  the  unrestricted  tcstirriony 
o.'  prcnonc  and  former  White  House  staff  members  before  your 
v~oiri.i'dti;ee. 


.  i.o  question  ot  iny  own  testimony,    r.owevor,    is  anojiier  matter. 
1  li.we  concludod  that  if  I  were  to  testify  before  t'ae  Coinndttec 
ij-rcparable  damage  would  be  done  to  the  Constitutional  principle 
of  separation  of  powers.     My  position  in  this  re^i^'d  ia  supported 
by  ample  precedents  with  which  you  are  faaiiliar  and  wliich  need 
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vo  cti\K'  ,>.!.  .'ciCii  .vA  I*  ocCo.fiiOii  Oi"*  w.;*c.»  ,;liio  io.joo  wc*<i   :'a.i.rioa- 

,1)   !.iil)/joi"nri  ifirinor  i^t'osiuoac  'xi"i..iViar.  i,o  iiirjULiO  cooi.i 

:;orvi'i,  ,"..h   I'ro  ;i  ifioni;.      ^ib  you  iTiay  rocCi,!.,    Pi"\_irIcio.»i;  'x»vi.v.oLr» 

.■.i''7>ar,\i.ion  oi  _)vowi'i."3  lorbaclc  his  a'jOpcirs."»ce.     Tr.is  pobitior. 
v/,-.s  HOC  rnr.'i  li'ii^ou  uy  i.iic  Cor.^-css. 

1 1;  \ .)  diiiict-ili:  to  iiTipvovc  u^jor*  x-^iOoii^oiii;  "iiri'urria/.'u  c1iuCUouaO«\ 

^  r.CiO^Ovi    lO  .*    Lt'iG    C  Ol'IliTl  i'irCG  o  '  3    COi'iVO/iiO'-'iCO,     bo    .ViCwLaO    Pc***i;   o*. 

ii.o  Coir,.",ii;:i;co' s   record. 

T'.io  Coiisi:ii;>ikionn.l  doccrir.o  Oi  soparaiior.  o;  ;50wors  i.-i 
.'  ir.drLmoiitnl  i.o  oar  structure  of  {^over.ir.-ici'.t.     I^'.  iTiy  vlov/,    ao 
...  iiio  vi.'-w  ol  prcvIoi;s  Preoidor.ts,    itd  proservatioii  is  vital. 
,a  till;;   respect,   the  duty  of  every  Preaider.t  to  protect  ar.d 
*  v^iei'n*  ti'»e  »^Oii s i-ii,\«i:iOi'iai.  rignts  ar*i:*  powers  o^  /»aS  Oifcico  *& 
.'iTi  oliri/.ation  that  runs  directly  to  trie  people  of  tnie  co\u".try. 

','i.e  ■\'/liJto  I;ou,'-,e  staff  will  continue  to  cooperate  fully  with 
,,.■■•  Coriv.i'iittec  iii  iUrrrisriing  iniorr.iajiO.i  rolcvu'.vt  to  iti 
..\'c."i:in<'i!-io-w  oxccpi;  in  ■i;hose  ir.stances  v/'.;ere  1  determine 
■  ■..»»;  n"uv;tjnj  tiie  Coi'^'aviAtcee's  QeiV»ancio  woula  v*oiate  iTiy 
C^d-.stitnuionai  resyjonsibility  to  defend  the  office  of  the 
j^  ■"o  iide.icy  aiijainsL  e;icroachn~.ent  by  otr.er  3ranc.iec. 

Ac  an  r.pfjropriatc  dnie  during  your  'aearings,    I  intend  to 

..(iiircsi  publicly  tlie  subjects  you  are  considering.     In  the 

1  .U'ajiciiiio,    in  tiie  context  of  Senace  Resolution  oO,    I  consider 

ic  .r.y  Constitutional  responsibility  co  decline  to  appear  per>;o.ially 

u.j'ler  any  circumstances  before  your  Conii-nittce  or  to  gvar.* 

aci'css  to  Presidential  files. 

i'  respect  the   responsibilities  placed  upon  you  and  your 
collef.^v.es  by  Senate  Resolutioa  60.     I  believe  you  ajid 
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-  '. 


your  Comri".ii.i.ce  coUoajivieb  cqi'.rAil/  ro..;')oct  c.io 
Predide/icy  uvicloi'  ijio  Co.iticitutlorA. 


Since  iroly. 


I-ionorablc  Sam  J.    Eirvin,    Ji-. 

SeU">cl;  CornmiLtee  on  Presidontis.1 

C^iiipaij'^r.  Activities 
uiiijoo  States  Scr«£icd 
Washiri^tOii,    D.    C.     2G51C 

2i"iclo6ure 


cc:    Honoraljle  Howard  K.   Bako.* 
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PRESIDENTIAL   DOCUMENTS:    RrCHARD   NIXON,    1973 


'  The  Constitutional  doctrine  of  separation  of  power;  is 
fundamental  to  our  structure  of  government.  In  my  view, 
as  in  the  view  of  previous  PrCbidcnts,  its  prcser\'ation  is 
^ital.  In  this  respect,  the  duty  of  every  President  to  protect 
nd  defend  the  Constitutional  rights  .and  powers  of  his 
Office  is  an  obligation  that  runs  directly  to  the  people  of 
this  country. 

The  White  House  staff  will  condnue  to  cooperate  fully 
with  the  Committee  in  furnishing  information  relevant  to 
its  investigation  except  in  those  instances  where  I  deter- 
mine that  meeting  the  Committee*s  demands  would  violate 
my  Constitutional  responsibility  to  defend  the  office  of  the 
Presidency  against  encroachment  by  other  Branches. 

At  an  appropriate  time  during  your  hearings,  I  intend 
to  address  publicly  the  subjects  you  are  considering.  In  the 
meantime,  in  the  context  of  Senate  Resolution  60, 1  con- 
sider it  my  Constitutional  responsibility  to  decline  to  ap- 
pear personally  under  any  circumstances  before  your 
Committee  or  to  grant  access  to  Presidential  files. 

I  respect  the  responsibilities  placed  upon  you  and  your 
colleagues  by  Senate  Resolution  60.  I  believe  you  and 
your  Committee  colleagues  equally  respect  the  responsibil- 
ity placed  upon  me  to  protect  the  rights  and  powers  of  the 
Presidency  under  the  Constitution. 
Sincerely, 

Richard  Ndcon 

[Honorable  Sam  J.  Ervin,  Jr.,  Chairman,  Select  Committee  on  P^si- 
dential  Campaign  Activities,  United  States  Senate,  Washington, 
D.C.] 

nclosure 


Truman  Letter 

November  12,  1953 
Dear  Sir: 

I  havff"  your  subpoena  dated  November  9,  1953,  directing  my 
appearance  before  your  committee  on  Friday,  November  13,  in 
Washington.  The  subpoena  does  not  state  the  matters  upwn  which 
you  seek  ray  testimony,  but  I  assume  from  the  press  stories  that  you 
seek  to  examine  me  with  respect  to  matters  which  occurred  during 
my  tenure  of  the  Presidency  of  the  United  States. 

In  spite  of  my  personal  willingness  to  cooperate  wth  your  com- 
mittee, I  feel  constrained  by  my  duty  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  decline  to  comply  with  the  subpoena. 

In  doing  so,  I  am  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States;  and  am  following  a  long  line  of  precedents, 
commencing  with  G«orge  Washington  himself  in  1796.  Since  h 
day,  Presidents  Jefferson,  Monroe,  Jackson,  Tyler,  Polk,  Fillmore, 
Buchanan,  Lincoln,  Grant,  Hayes,  Cleveland,  Theodore  Roosevelt, 
Coolidge,  Hoover  and  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  have  declined  to  re- 
spond to  subpoenas  or  demands  for  information  of  various  kinds 
by  Congress. 

The  underlying  reason  for  this  clearly  established  and  universally 
recognized  constitutional  doctrine  has  been  succinctly  set  forth  by 
Charles  Warren,  one  of  our  leading  constitutional  authorities,  as 
follows: 

"In  this  long  series  of  contests  by  the  Executive  to  maintain  his 
constitutional  integrity,  one  sees  a  legitimate  conclusion  from  our 
theory  of  gnvemmcnl.  •  •  •  Under  our  Constitution,  each  branch 
of  the  Government  is  designed  to  be  a  coordinate  representative  of 
the  vrtll  of  the  people.  *  •  •  Defense  by  the  Executive  of  his  con- 
stitutional powers  becomes  in  very  taith,  therefore,  defense  of  popu- 

r  rights — defense  of  power  which  the  people  granted  to  him. 


"It  was  in  that  sense  that  President  Cleveland  spoke  of  hli  duty 
to  the  people  not  to  relinquish  any  of  the  powers  of  hU  great  ofBce. 
It  was  in  that  sense  that  President  Buchanan  stated  the  p*opIe 
have  rights  and  prerogatives  in  the  execution  of  his  office  by  the 
President  which  every  President  is  under  a  duty  to  see  'shall  never 
be  violated  in  his  person*,  but  'passed  to  his  successors  unimpaired 
by  the  adoption  of  a  dangerous  precedent.'  In  maintaining  his 
rights  against  a  trespassing  Congress,  the  President  defends  not 
himself,  but  popular  government;  he  represents  not  himjelf  but 
the  people." 

President  Jackson  repelled  an  attempt  by  the  Congress  to  break- 
down  the  separation  of  powers  in  these,  words: 

"For  myself  I  shall  repel  all  such  attempts  as  an  invasion  of  the 
principles  of  justice  as  well  as  the  Constitution,  and  I  shaJI  esteem 
it  my  sacred  duty  to  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  resist  them 
as  I  would  the  establishment  of  a  Spanish  Inquisition.** 

I  might  commend  to  ytnir  reading  the  opinion  of  one  of  the  com- 
mittees of  the  House  of  RepresenUtives  in  1879,  House  Report  141, 
March  3,  1879,  Forty-fifth  Congress,  Third  SessioD,  in  which  the 
House  Judiciary  Committee  said  the  following: 

"The  Executive  is  as  independent  of  either  house  of  Congress 
as  cither  house  of  Congress  is  independent  of  him,  and  they  can- 
not call  for  the  records  of  his  actions,  or  the  action  of  his  officere 
against  his  consent,  any  more  than  he  can  call  for  any  of  the  joumaU 
or  records  of  the  House  or  Senate." 

It  must  be  obvious  to  you  that  if  the  doctrine  of  separation  of 
powers  and  the  independence  of  the  Presidency  is  to  have  any 
validity  at  all,  it  must  be  equally  applicable  to  a  President  after 
his  term  of  ofBce  has  expired  when  he  is  sought  to  be  examined 
with  respect  to  any  acts  occurring  while  he  is  President. 

The  doctrine  would  be  shattered,  and  the  President,  contrary 
to  our  fundamental  theory  of  constitutional  government,  would 
bfecome  a  mere  arm  of  the  Legislative  Branch  of  the  Government 
if  he  would  feel  during  his  term  of  office  that  his  every  act  might 
be  subject  to  official  inquiry  and  possible  distortion  for  political 
purposes.  ^ 

If   your   intention,   however,   is   to  inquire   into   any  acts    as    a 
private  individual  either  before  or  after  my   Presidency  and   un- 
related to  any  acts  as  President,  I  shall  be  happy  to  appear. 
Yours  Very  Truly, 

Hakay  S.Truman 

[Honorable  Harold  H.  Velde,  Chairman,  Committee  on  Un-Ameri- 
can Activities,  U.S.  House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  DC.) 

NOTE;   The  text  of  the  letter  was  released  at  San  Clemente,  Calif. 


Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

Announcement  of  Intention  To  Nominate 

Ray  Garrettf  Jr.,  To  Be  a  Member  and  Chairman 

of  the  Commission.     July  7, 1973 

The  President  today  announced  his  intention  to  nomi- 
nate Ray  Garrett,  Jr.,  of  Winnetka,  111.,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  5-year  term  expiring  June  5,  1977.  The 
President  also  announced  that  upon  his  confirmation  by 
the  Senate,  Mr.  Garrett  will  be  designated  Chairman  of 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission.  As  both  member 
and  Chairman,  he  will  succeed  G.  Bradford  Cook,  who 
rcsignedMay  16,  1973. 

Mr.  Garrett  has  been  a  partner  in  the  Chicago,  III..  law 
firm  of  Gardner,  Carton,  Douglas,  Children  and  Waud 
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22.     On  July  10,  1973  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt  that  he  was  disturbed  by 
the  lack  of  progress  in  obtaining  answers  to  his  several  requests  con- 
cerning access  to  papers  in  the  White  House  files,  inventories  to  certain 
files  and  access  to  the  tape  relating  to  the  April  15  conversation 
between  the  President  and  Dean.   Cox  pointed  out  that  the  delay  was 
hampering  the  investigation  of  possible  criminal  offenses  by  high 
Government  officials .  Cox  stated  he  was  reluctant  to  report  on  his 
difficulty  encountered  in  obtaining  information  from  the  White  House 
or  to  seek  legal  process,  but  that  he  must  insist  upon  a  prompt,  cate- 
gorical response  to  each  of  his  requests. 


Page 
22.1  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 

July  10,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Specifil 

Prosecution  Force) 3A8 
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22.1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER,   JULY  10,    197Z 
AC/flc 


July   10,    1973 


J.  Fred  Buzhardt,  Esqviire 
Counsel  to  the  President 
The  White  House 
Washington,  D.  C. 


Dear  Mr.  Buzhaxdt: 


n 


I  aim  much  disturbed  by  the  lack  of  progress  in 
obtaining  answers  to  my  sevaral  requests  v;ith  respect  to 
access  to  papers  in  the  '»'7hi-.e  House  files.   Possibly  the 
delay  results  solely  from  the  pressure  of  business  upon  you, 
but  even  if  that  is  the  case,  I  must  point  out  that  the  delay 
is  now  hampering  otir  investigation  of  possible  criminal 
offenses  by  high  Government  officials. 

Review  of  our  correspondence  shows  that  I  have  been 
vary  patient  —  perhaps  too  patient  —  in  seeking  voluntary 
cooperation. 

On  June  11  I  requested  inventories  of  the  files  of 
Messrs.  Mitchell,  LaRue,  Liddy,  Strachan,  Colson,  Chapin, 
Ehrlichman,  Haldeman,  Dean,  Hunt,  Krogh,  and  You-g.   Making 
cin  inventory  promptly  would  have  facilitated  the  separation 
of  relevant  papers  from  those  irrelevant  to  the  investigation. 
Your  letter  of  June  16  advised  me  that  you  intended  to  give 
the  request  careful  thought  and  to  take  it  up  with  the 
President.   On  June  21  I  wrote  you  again  about  the  importance 
of,  and  lack  of  prejudice  in^this  preliminary  step.   More 
than  t.'fo  additional  weeks  have  passed  without  a  reply. 

On  Jtina  13,  1973  I  requested  copies  of  or  excerpts 
from  logs,  diaries  or  similar  records  showing  dates  and 
times  of  telephone  calls  or  meetings  between  the  President 
and  each  of  the  parsons  listed  in  the  preceding  paragraph 
plus  Messrs.  Kleindienst,  Gray  and  Petersen-  To  date  I  have 
received  only  the  logs  relating  to  Mr.  Mitchell  and  Mr.  Dean 
up  to  April  30,  1973,  and  to  Mr.  Petersen  for  March  and 
April  1973. 

00097J 


(348) 


22.1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER^   JULY  10,    197 S 

-    2    - 


On  June  21  I  requested  permission  to  examine  the 
file  on  ITT  prepared  by  Ilr.  Fielding.   I  repeated  that  request 
on  July  5.   You  have  not  replied. 

In  my  letter  of  June  11  I  requested  access  to  the  tape 
relating  to  the  April  15  conversation  between  the  President 
and  Mr.  Dean.   You  declined,  although  you  did  infom  me  that 
the  President  chose  not  to  assert  any  privilege  with  respect 
to  conversations  with  former  Attorney  General  Kleindienst 
and  Mr.  Petersen.   On  June  20  I  detailed  my  reasons  for 
believing  that  the  tape  should  not  ba  withheld.   Again  I  have 
received  no  reply. 

I  had  hoped  —  and  for  a  little  time  longer  shall 
contintje  to  hope  —  that  material  relevant  to  our  investiga- 
tion can  be  identified  and  made  available  through  a  process 
of  cooperation,   ^^en  Attorney  General  Richardson  appeared 
before  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  prior  to  confirmation, 
he  gave  the  impression  that  the  President  did  not  intend  to 
assert  legal  privileges  that  would  unnecessarily  hamper  these 
investigations.   For  example,  on  May  10,  commenting  on  the 
possibility  that  it  might  be  unnecessary  to  litigate  issues 
concerning  Presidential  papers,  Mr.  Richardson  said: 

In  any  event  I  would  hope  that  this  problem  would 
not  arise  and  from  all  I  have  seen  smd  from  the 
President's  statements,  he  intends  that  whatever 
should  be  made  public  in  terms  of  the  public  interest 
in  these  investigations  should  be  disclosed. 

Access  to  material  papers  is  essential  to  any 
conscientious  inquiry  into  the  Watergate  affair  and  the  f-llaged 
cover-tip,  into  the  handling  of  the  itt  Antitrust  case  and  the 
testimony  at  the  hearings  before  the  Senate  Judiciaxry  Committee 
on  the  nomination  of  Attorney  General  Kleindienst,  into  the 
break- in  at  Dr.  Fielding's  office  and  other  related  matters. 
While  I  know  of  no  privilege  that  would  entitle  the  President 
to  withhold  docvimentary  evidence  of  criminal  misconduct  on 
the  part  of  Government  enployees  or  the  White  House  staff, 
it  seems  virtually  beyond  dispute  that  the  assertion  of  any 
such  privilege  is  against  the  public  interest  in  determination 
of  the  truth  concerning  possible  criminal  misconduct  by  such 
officials.   Assertion  of  a  privilege,  moreover,  is  bound  to 
be  damaging  to  the  President  personally  and  to  the  office  of 
the  Presidency. 
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I  have  repeatedly  given  public  assurance  that  I  would 
report  upon  any  difficulty  encountered  in  obtaining  from  the 
^'hito  House  all  infoirmation  material  to  otir  investigation- 
I  am  reluctant  either  to  take  that  course  or  to  seek  legal 
process  before  the  opportunities  for  cooperation  have  been 
exhatisted.   Further  delay  would  be  so  prejudicial  to  our 
work,  however,  that  I  must  insist  -upon  a  prompt,  categorical 
I  response  to  each  of  my  prior  requests  and  to  the  other 
I  reqviests  for  specific  papers  that  I  shall  undoubtedly  have 
I  occasion  to  make  (including  my  letter  of  today's  date). 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD   COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


File 

Cox 

Chron 
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23.     In  early  July  1973  the  President  authorized  Haldeman  to  listen 
to  the  tape  of  the  September  15,  1972  conversation  between  the  President, 
Haldeman  and  Dean.  On  or  about  July  10,  1973  se.veral  tapes  and  a  tape 
recorder  were  delivered  to  Haldeman  at  Lawrence  Hlgby's  home.  Haldeman 
has  testified  that  he  took  the  tapes  and  the  tape  recorder  to  his  home 
and  listened  to  the  tape  of  the  September  IS  conversation.  On  July  11, 
1973  Haldeman  obtained  and  took  home  six  additional  tapes.  Including  a 
reel  covering  conversations  In  the  President's  EOB  office  on  April  15, 
1973.  Haldeman  has  testified  that  he  did  not  listen  to  these  tapes, 
and  returned  them  and  the  tape  recorder  to  the  White  House  the  following 
morning. 


Page 

23.1  President  Nixon  news  conference,  August  22,  1973, 

9  Presidential  Documents  1016,  1018 352 

23.2  H.  R.  Haldeman  testimony,  Novenber  8,  1973,  In  re 

Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73,  985-990 35A 

23.3  H.  R.  Haldeman  testimony,  Novenber  9,  1973,  In  re 

Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73,  996,  999-1001,  1004-05 360 

23.4  Raymond  Zumwalt  tape  log.  Exhibits  7  and  7A,  In  re 

Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73 366 
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23. 1     PRESIDENT  NIXON  NEWS  CONFERENCE,   AUGUST  22,    1973, 
9  PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS  1016,    1018 

l'>riStD:NMAL    DOCUMcNtb      .7ICHA40    fUXON,     1071 


.•l;i;if;;(;i(  cinfnt  of  Intinlion  In  Nciminulu 
'lariyj.  Ilojiiin  To  He  Assnciale  Direclm  lor 
I'ollcy  ami  I'roijrdtn  Deielul>rtient. 
AuiiUit2l,r07.i 

The  Prrsidtiit  today  announced  his  intenlinii  to  nomi- 
nate Harr)  J.  IIo;<an,  of  Bctliesda,  Md.,  to  t)c  Associate 
Diiiclor  of  ACTION  for  rolicy  ajid  Prognun  DrM-lop- 
nitnt.  Hr  will  smcted  Charity  ^^'.  Eivln,  uho  icsigncd  cf- 
ftctixc  September  4,  1973. 

Sinn-  1972,  Mr.  Hoijan  lias  been  director  of  govern- 
ment relations  for  Catholic  Uni\er.sity,  in  ^^'ai^lingtoll, 
D.C.  From  1971  to  1972,  he  was  engaged  in  the  private 
practice  of  law,  served  as  a  consultant  on  educational  and 
environmental  matters,  and  was  professor  of  law  at  Dela- 
ware Law  School,  in  Wilmington,  Del.  From  1969  to 
1971,  he  was  counsel  of  the  Hou>f  Speci.d  Subcotiiinitter 
on  J-ducation. 


![.■  W.Li  l)i:iTi  i.-i  M.iy  '_',  I'M'r.  i::  ■>.f:wai'<,  .\.  r  v.j^ 
i  !(i;;an  w.is  ;;r.idiial(;d  nia-^na  <  um  laudi:  from  I'rirn  i.tr.n 
lJni%<i^ity,  rcieivtd  his  1,1.1;.  from  Columlii.i  1,;^^ 
School,  anf!  rci :<  ivcd  his  I'h.  f;.  in  .•\nieriraii  Hi^torv  froni 
CJcorge  \\'ashlngion  University.  He  .■-crved  in  the  U..S. 
Kavy  duriii;^  \Voild  Wai  J  I,  attaining  the  rank  of 
cununaiider. 

From  1947  to  1952,  Mr.  Hogan  was  on  the  legal  siaff 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  .-Vuthority,  the  bureau  cf  Lund 
Man.igcment,  and  the  Uurcau  of  Indian  Affairs.  From 
1952  to  1961,  he  w;is  engaged  in  the  private  practice  of 
law  in  The  Dalles,  Oreg.,  where  he  w.is  twice  elected  Dis- 
trict .Mtniney  (1955  and  19n0).  From  1961  to  1908.  Mr. 
Hogan  served  as  general  counsel  of  the  Bonneville  Power 
.Xdministration,  in  Portland,  Oreg.;  as  Associate  Solicitor 
for  Water  and  Power  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  as  Legislative  Counsel  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

Mr.  Hogan  is  married  and  has  three  daughters.  The 
Hogans  reside  in  Bethesda,  Md. 

note:  The  .innonnccincnt  was  relrasfd  in  San  Clcmente,  Calif. 
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THE  PRESIDENT'S  NEWS  CONFERENCE  OF 
AUGUST  22,  1973 


HeU  at  the   Western   ^Vhite  House 

Skcret.sry  of   S'r.-\TE 

The  Presihe.nt.  Ladies  and  gentlemen,  I  liave  an  announcement  before 
going  to  )  our  questions. 

It  is  with  the  deep  sense  of  not  onl)  ofHcial  regret,  but  pci>ona! 
regret,  that  I  announce  the  resignation  of  Secretary  of  State  William 
Rogers,  effective  September  3.  A  letter,  which  will  be  leleased  to  the 
press  after  this  conference,  will  inclicate  my  appraisal  of  his  work  as 
Secretary  of  State." 

I  will  simply  .say  at  this  time  that  he  wanted  to  leave  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  first  4  years.  He  agreed  to  stay  on  because  we  had  some 
enormously  important  problems  coming  up,  including  the  negotiations 
which  resulted  in  the  end  of  the  \\ar  in  X'ietnain,  the  Soviet  summit,  the 
European  Security  Conference,  as  well  as  in  other  areas — Latin  America 
and  in  Asia — where  the  Secretary  of  State,  as  you  know,  has  been  ciuite 
busy  over  these  past  8  months. 

As  he  rtrturns  to  private  life,  we  will  not  omI\  miss  hirii,  in  teims  of 
fiis  official  st  tviee,  but  I  shall  jiarticularlv  miss  him  because  of  his  liav  ing 
fifcii,  through  the  years,  a,  vei)-  close  personal  friend  and  adviser. 

That  ]"iersoii.\l  friendship  and  advice,  liowevi-r,  I  hope  still  !c)  lia\e 
the  beiufit  of,  and  I  know  that  1  will. 


*  Fot"  an  e\(  h:uty,r  of  lultcis  hft\\Tf'n  tlii-  )*i<;:f!rtit  antl  Sccrt-t.iiv  i»f  .St.iu-  Uo-^eis, 
.Vf:   [ta'-.r    lU[^'j   of   tills  issii;' 


9 Nu.nh.r    34 
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PStSIUcNIIAL    DOCUMENIS.    RKHATD    rJi:<ON.     IiJ/a 


!•.;:.  l'i.'.i.-;;.<r.N  ;■.  W'.-Il,  wi;l!  ;c;j.irc!  iutl:i:  (;ai  I'lufH  .is 

M  '..li)  AMiTir.itiis  feel  wc  u-irc  wrong  lo  niiikr  llx-  t;ipcs, 

ih.it  is  lint  p;irtlrul:irly  siirprisin;.;.  I  tliiiik  that  ilio^t  Ainf-rl- 

cp.ns clfi  not  like  tla-  idc.i  of  the  t.ipiiit;  of  coincisatioiis,  and 

I       1  inkl;,  it  is  not  souiclliing  that  particiilarK'  appeals  to  ine. 

As  a  matlcr  of  fact,  tliat  is  why,  wlun  I  arrived  in  thi- 
^Vllitt■  House  and  saw  this  ratlicr  complex  situation  set  iiji 
wfierc  then"  w.\s  a  tapinc;  capacity,  not  only  in  the  Presi- 
dent's ofRcc,  the  room  outside  of  his  ofllcc,  but  also  in  the 
Cabinet  Room,  and  at  Camp  David,  and  in  other  areas 
that  I  liad  the  entire  system  dismantled. 

It  was  put  into  place  ao;ain  in  June  of  .1970  (1971) 
because  my  advisers  felt  it  was  important  in  terms  partic- 
ularly of  national  security  affairs  .to  have  a  record  for  fu- 
ture years  that  would  be  an  accurate  one,  but  a  record 
which  would  only  be  disclosed  at  the  discretion  of  the 
President,  or  according  to  directives  that  he  would  set 
forth. 

As  you  know,  of  roiir^e,  thi;  kind  of  capability  not  only 
existed  during  the  Johnson  Administration,  it  also  existed 
in  the  Kennedy  Administration,  and  I  can  see  why  both 
Piesident  Johnson  and  President  Kennedy  did  have  the 
capability  because — not  because  they  wanted  to  infringe 
upon  the  privacy  of  anybody,  but  because  they  felt  that 
they  had  some  obligation,  particularly  in  the  field  of  for- 
eign policy  and  some  domestic  areas,  to  have  a  record  that 
would  be  accurate. 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  we  now  do  not  have  that  ca- 
pabilit) ,  and  I  am  just  as  happy  that  we  don't.  As  a  mat- 
(  ;r  of  fact,  I  have  a  practice,  whenever  I  am  not  too  tired 
at  night,  of  dictating  my  own  recollections  of  the  day.  I 
think  that  perhaps  will  be  the  more  accurate  record  of 
histoiy  in  the  end. 

I  think  we  go  to  the  UP  now,  and  then  wc  will  come  to 
the  television. 

Q.  Mr.  President,  on  July  G,  1972,  you  were  warned  by 
Patrick  Gray  that  you  were  being  mortally  wounded  by 
some  of  your  top  aides.  Can  you  explain  why  you  did  not 
ask  who  they  were,  why,  what  was  going  on? 

TiiF  President.  Well,  in  the  telephone  conversation 
that  sou  refer  to  that  has  been,  of  course,  quite  widely  re- 
ported in  the  press,  ;ls  well  as  on  television,  Mr.  Gray  said 
that  he  was  concerned  that  rcs  far  as  the  investigation  that 
he  had  responsibility  for,  that  .some  of  my  top  aides  were 
not  cooperating. 

Whether  the  term  was  used  as  "mortally  wounded"  or 
not,  I  don't  know.  Some  believe  Ifiat  it  was,  some  believe 
ihi'.t  it  was  not,  that  is  iirelcv.uit.  He  (ould  have  said  that. 

The  ni.cln  point  w.ls,  however,  I  asked  him  v>hether 
or  not  he  li.iil  discussed  thia  matter  with  CJcneral  \S'alters 
because  I  knevv  that  there  bad  been  nmtlngs  betv>een 
Cencral  Walters,  representing  the  Cf;\,  lo  be  sun'  th.it 
tile  (;I.\  k\\\  not  l)Ci:oine  involved  in  tite  iuvestit^alion,  and 
■etv.ie.i  llie  nii<<  tor  of  llic  IJ'.I. 

lie  -.lid  ih.il  lie  li.id.  He  lold  n)e  lliit  (leiui.il  W.iluTs 
a''ieed   lliiii   iIm    iiivi  sli-.ilion  shoiilil  he   p'Usyd.  .ind    I 


t'M  I  l:ii:i  !o<o  forward  wi.:;i  .i  ridi  j^res,  on  ;hc  ii'vru^.iUin 
to  whieli  lir  I1.13  so  ICstified. 

It  seemed  to  me  that  with  th.it  kind  t.f  a  dirccNv.-  [., 
Mr.  C;ray,  that  that  was  a;li:c|uate  for  the  purj;'-.-  ..:' 
c.ii  rying  out  tfie  rcsponsil  lilitie-,. 

As  far  as  the  individu.ds  were  concerned,  I  :'.sui:'e 
that  the  individuals  that  he  wa,.  referring  to  involved  th.. 
operation  with  the  C:IA.  That  is  why  I  asked  hip;  :)■■■ 
Wnlteii  question.  When  he  cleared  that  up,  he  wr.u  for- 
ward with  the  investigation,  and  be  must  h.ive  ;hou:jht 
it  was  a  very  good  investigation  because  wfien  I  s.-t  (lis 
name  down  to  the  Senate  for  confirmation  the  pes;  ve.\r. 
I  asked  him  about  his  investigation.  He  said  he  vv.us  vrrv 
proud  of  it.  He  said  it  was  the  most  thorough  invest:-.;.!, 
tion  that  had  ever  taken  place  since  the  ;ussa,s.-inatii>M  (if 
President  Kennedy,  that  he  could  defend  it  with  e'i:hu- 
siasm,  and  that  under  the  circumstances,  therefore,  he  had 
carried  out  the  directive  that  I  had  given  him  on  July  6. 

So,  there  was  no  question  about  Mr.  Gray  bavin-' 
direct  orders  from  the  President  to  carry  out  an  investiga- 
tion that  was  thorough. 

Mr.  Jarriel. 

Q.  Mr.  President,  Assistant  Attorney  General  Henry 
Petersen  has  testified  thai  on  April  15  of  this  vear  he  met 
with  you  and  warned  you  at  that  time  there  liiight  be 
enough  evidence  to  warrant  indictments  against  three  of 
your  top  aides,  Messrs.  Ehrlichman,  Haldeman.and  Dean. 
You  accepted  their  resignations  on  April  30,  calling  Mr. 
Haldeman  and  Mr.  F,hrlichnian  two  of  the  finest  public 
servants  you  had  known.  .After  that  you  permitted  .\Ir. 
Haldeman,  after  he  had  left  the  White  House,  to  hear  con- 
fidential tapes  of  conversations  you  bad  had  in  your  iifncc 
with  Mr.  Dean.  My  question  is,  why  did  you  permit  a  man 
who  you  knew  might  be  indicted  to  hear  those  tapes  which 
you  now  will  not  permit  the  .American  public  or  the  I'ed- 
cral  prosecutors  handling  the  case  to  listen  to? 

'Phi.  Pkesidfnt.  ']  he  only  tape  that  has  been  re- 
ferred to,  that  Nfr.  Haldeman  has  listened  to,  he  listened 
to  at  niy  request,  and  he  listened  to  that  tape — that  vv.is 
the  one  on  September  15,  Mr.  Jarriel — because  he  had 
been  present  and  was  there.  I  asked  him  to  listen  to  it  in 
order  to  be  sure  that  ;is  far  a;  any  allegations  that  had  been 
made  by  Mr.  Dean  with  regard  to  that  coiwersaiion  is 
concerned,  I  wanted  to  be  suic  that  ^ve  were  absolutely 
correct  in  our  response.  That  is  all  he  li>tened  to.  He  did 
not  listen  to  any  tapes  in  which  only  Mr.  Dean  and  1  par- 
ticipated. He  listened  only  to  the  tape  on  September  15  — 
this  is  iifter  he  left  otTice — in  which  he  had  paitiripated 
in  tlie  convei-sation  throughout. 

Mr.  President,  our  of  the  lingoiing  doubts  about 
Voui  denial  of  any  involvemeni  is  coiirerning  vour  failure 
to  make  the  tapes  avail.t'  le  either  to  the  Senate  committee 
or  the  Special  I'ro^eeu'o:-.  Yon  have  made  it  perfectly 
rlcMi  von  don't  intend  lo  release  those  tapes 

I  in  I'Krsini-.\T.   Peil'ecily  clear? 

(J.  Perfectly  clear.  But  istluie  .iin  w.iy  th.it  you  rou'd 
li.iv(-  some  group  listen  lo  iape»  .\v.k\  give  a  repoit  so  [li.it 
I  hat  iiiighls.ilisfy  the  publi.  mind:' 


I    fer 


Voluni-    1 — N.jn.h^f    3-; 
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Q         Did  you  specify  vchich  lacetipg? 

A         I  don't  know  whether  I  did  or  not.     Probably  did  but 
I  am  uoC  sure.     Tliere  is  no  particular  reason  to  bacausa  the 
tapes  identification  I  knew  by  then  having  gone  through  the  other 
tape  earlier,  doesn't  log  the  luactings,   it  only  logs  the  identifi- 
cation of  the  tape  only  gives  dates  and  loco.le.      It  doesn't  give 
cast  o£  characters. 
■  Q         Now,  Itr,  Ball  then  delivered  to  you  one  onaore  tapes? 

A         That  is  correct. 

Q         Where  was  this  delivery  tiade? 

A         To  the  best  of  tay  recollection  the  delivery  of  tha 
September  15th  tape  end  of  a  tn-m  txjachii-e    to  listen  to  it,  end 
I  had  a  headphone  for  use  witii    tl^a  raachine  xjas  inada  &Z.  iir.   Hlgb^^s 
residence  wheire  I  was  having  dinner,   I  believe  the  evening  of 
July  lOtli  and  llx.  Bull  stopped  by  on  his  Vs»y  homa  and  dropped 
this  off. 

Q         And  was  there  any  question  raised  at  any  time  as  to 
whether  it  would  be  appropriate  to  retaove   those  tapes  from  the 
\^ite  House  since  you  were  then  no  longer  on  tlie  staff 7 

A         Ko. 

Q         ¥,cni  many  tapes  do  you  recall  being  delivered  on  that 
occasion? 

A         I  have  the  feeling  that  there  were  only  a  few.      I  think 
there  v»a8  more  tlian  one  and   I  think  it  was  several  — three  or 
four  boxes,   something  like   that-. 
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Q    The  record 3  of  Che  Secret  f.exrvice  indicate  that  Cnrea 
tapes  were  removed  and  given  to  Mr,  Bull  on  the  10th  of  July, 
1973  at  2:35  p^o.Those  three  tapes  were  tapes  of.   the  O.'al  office. 
Part  I  and  a  Part  II  relating  to  September  15th,  1972,  and  the 
White  House  telephone  tapes  £ron  September  6,  1972  through  October 
3,  1972.  V^^ould  that  bs  consistent  with  your  recollection? 

A    Yes,  because  that  would  be  the  normal  respcnse  I  think 
to  a  request  for  the  September  15th  tape. 

Q    Kow,  did  >'Ou  listen  to  the  tripe  that  evenins? 

A    Yes,  I  did. 

Q    Ucrs  you  able  to  find  the  conversation  that  you  were 
iockicg  for? 

A    Yes. 

Q         You  rciseraber  whether  it  vfas  on  the  Part  I  or  Pert  II 
tape? 

A         llOf   I  don't  remDmbsr.    I  can  speculate  because  it  i?as  a 
late  in  the  day  conversation,    that  it  was  probably  on  Part  II, 
but  I  am  only  speculating  on  that.      I  had   forgotten  there  wac  a 
Part  I  and  Part  II  but  if  the  log  shows  there  was,    I  xjould  accept 
that. 

Q         VJhere  did  you  lis  ten  to    this   tape  recording? 

A         In  my  resldence.- 

Q         VJhere  was  that  at  that  tinje? 

A         3402  R  Street,  Gaorgctotja. 

Q         V7aa  Mr.   Fligby  present  any  time  when  you  liBtoced   to  the 
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tape  record tn£? 

A         Ku. 

Q        Was  be  aware  j-ou  were  receivicg  tepe  recordings? 
A       A         Yes.      I  aa  sure  that  ha  twis.     lie  knew  that  >Ir.   Ball 

£top[>c:d  by  his  hou8<i  and  I  ea  eurehe  Icnaw  what  he  was  leavinj;. 

Q         And  what  did  you  do  v?ich  tha  t.-jpas  that  evening? 

A         After  Ilstcolng  to  thea? 

Q         Yes. 

A         A£,aiD,  C3y  recollection  is  this  vas  oca  of  fciieae  ractcl 
brief  cases  and  I  put  the  recoroer  srd   the  tap's  bijck  In  tlie  brief 
ca.t:e»  put  tha  briefcase  io  a  closot  in  tnysrudy  in  i:ha  house  ar^ 

left  it  thfero. 

Q         Ths  DGxt  njornt?:g  j-ou  sf»  it  cr^lu   I  take  it? 

A         Ko. 

Q         You  did  not  cea  it  agaiu? 

A         iiot  the  next  momins»  oo. 

Q         Wnat  did  you  do  ^ith  it;  tioxt? 

A         I  left  it  there  aod  Cv^sris  into  town. 

Q         Did  you  tnake  notes  od  tho.  record irsg  yoa  hcd  lister  id  to? 

A         Yea.  I 

I 

I 

i 

Q         I  t.-jke  it  >-OLi  liicoed  only  to  tho  >iarch  21  conversation"' 
I*Ea  sorry,   Uie  Septetabar  15th  conversation  betveen  >tiur5elf, 
John  D&flo  J.i)d  the  Presirlent? 

A         That  is  correct. 
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Q         Did  you  take  soota  notes  o£  that? 

A        Yes . 

O         Did  you  taake  a  report  to  the  Prasldeot  then  oa  die  11th 
oS  July? 

A        JSo, 

Q        You  caada  do  report  to  tiie  Presid«Dt  on  that  day? 

A         I  dou*t  believe  I  did.      I  have  no  recollection  o£  doicg 
so, 

g         Did  you  see  Mr.   Bull  that  dsy,   the  11th  of  July? 

A         I  probably  did  becauaa  on  that  day,  tir-d  figaln,    tiiis  ts 
all  part  of  tl^o  aaca  i:ene8ls»    I  think,  and   Z  Uo:. 't  reTjaail-er  v;baw 
the  £,ecc3lc  w«3.     I  racelvsd  frocj  him  tl-.ree  or  four  other  tapes 
for  threes  or  four  othsr  dates. 

Q         Prior  to  rocelvlu^  ftnycora  tjepsja  froa  i-h:.  Bull  I  tako 
It  ywu  had  a  converoctioD  vluh  bla? 

A         Elthar  I  did  or  Mr.   Hi-by  aid. 

Q         If  Ilr.  nigby  did  it  touLd  hfx  &8  a  i?esult  of  pur  tellina 
Mr.  ITigby  to  taaica  soko  arraop^e.-aents  wi'ih  Ifr.   Bull. 

A         That  Is  correct,   I  reedo  tite  request. 

Q         \?hat  odditlocal  tapes  did  you  txsqcast? 

A         I  doo't  recK-aaber  which  tapes  they  were. 

Q         K'hy  were  you  maklDg  a  request  for  cddttlt>or>l  tepey? 

A         I  r.ta  not  su-re  of  that.     Somewhere  iu  this  dlacussicjQ 
had  beeo     question     of  soo^  other  Kcetin^a  and  a  rcvIoH  cf  theu 
which   I  was  goi-ug  to  do  ti-jat  evening,   this  ta  tha  llth. 
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Q         You  say  nouiethere  in  that  dtscussioo.      Are  you  re- 
ferring to  the  discussion  prior  to  the  time  you  cAoa  east? 

A         I  think  so. 

Q         Can  you  say  with  any  certainty. 

A  I  am  sayins  the  preliminary  discussion  which  wss  prior 
to  tay  taking  tiie  dsltvsry  of  the  tapes  on  the  10tli»  but  I  am  not 
6ure  t-jhetber  prior  to  coming  east  or  after  I  was  here. 

Q         In  any  event  it  is  clear  you  laade  a  second  request  to 
Jir.  Bull? 

A         I  think  that  is  right,  yec. 

Q         And  you  do  not  retT;eaber  a  single  ona  of  the  tapes  you 
requested? 

A         Ko,    I  don't.     They  were   for  specific  dates  and   they 
were  dates  that  at  that  tiroe  were  of  some  concern  because  of 
publicity  regarding  tlien  or  reports  on  the  csetings  on  those  dates 
of  Goce  kind. 

It  is  oy  recollection  that  tliey  vere,  all  of  them, 
meetings  or  dates  of  oaetings  in  which    I  was  not  present, 

Q         How,  did  you  ask  ilr.   Bull  once  again  to  check  v;ith  the 
President  as  to  the  other  tapes  you  were  requesting  as  to  whether 
It  would  bo  all  right  for  you  to  listen  to  thera? 

A         I  don't  recall  tliat.      I  have  a  feeling  it  uas  under  the 
same  blanket  affirmation. 

Q         So  in  substance  then  the  President  consniunJjDcted  to  Mr. 
Bull  so   far  as  you  know  that  you  were  authorized   to  listen  to 
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whatever  tapes  70U  uantad  or  thought:  helpful  ur.dcr  Ciilu  bl«r.lcci; 
GffircaatioD? 

A         That  would  bia  fsy  (^eDsral  impression,   yes, 
Q         Hov,  If  I.  vera  to  inoicate  to  you  that  accordins  to 
th«  ?4icret  Service  rocorda  the  t«ipea  which  vare  recoved  by  Mr, 
r.;ill  on  ::!:a  ll^'i  c:f  Jul/  ^~rt?i3.  C-o  ?:i:3-  Oval  of  flea  on  'larch  15, 
1973;  Jixacuttva  Offico  Building  fr^^a  March  20'::h  throui^h  ilarch  23, 
1973]  llts  Exftcative  OCfica  Buildics  £roa  March  20th  through  ^i^^ch 
28,  1973;   the  Executive  Office  Baildinj;  fro^i  tiTOt  11th  of  April. 
1973  through  the  16th  oJ;  April,  1573,   perenthetically  cha   r^pa 
about  uhich  tMs  proceedins  Is  bei-j.f;  held  in  [.larC;  Wliit^i  Uous-i 
t*{it phune  taps  of  Fahruory  27  throujih  Jiarch  S2,    1973;   aud   ficslly, 
the  VTnitc  Itouna  telspnona  tv.p&  froa  April  13   t^.rot.?gh  4':';>ril  23 ^ 
1973. 

ICould  tliat  hslp  j-our  recollection  go   to  whet  tapes  you 
received  on  ciia  ilth? 

A         If  I  cati  see  the  list  for  o  cecord,   those  dates.      I 
think  thay  axtt  ^^11  si^^niiicanC  detaa  in  terrjs  of  nseetiuga. 

THE  CJJRT:     lixcLise  «oa,  ItA.-.   IlaldeoRD.      I  would  GUg^eat 
you  look  over  that  thia  evenios  or  early  to::iorros  tsomiDg.     Wc 
are  goicg  to  edjoum  now  till  tocovroy  corcinj;. 

I  Itavs  another  renttcr  gro'rjing  out  of  the  \.!nter;-:ate 
affair  to  consider  tomorrow  nominr^  ct  10:00  o'clock.      So  «s   frr 
as  this  procooding  is  coucerr:ed   I  think  vm  u:i^bt  start  i^.rwurd  10;3 

13..  BEH-VfiNISTi:;     liay  v^  approach   tijo  bench? 
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If  they  are  used  for  any  purpose. 

THE  COURT:   Very  well.   Suppose  you  mark  them  for 
Identification. 

THE  DEPUTY  CLERK:   Exhibits  48,  49,  50  and  51  are 
marked  for  identification. 

(Government's  Exhibits  No's. 
48,  49,  50  and  51  were  marked 
for  identification.) 

BY  MR.  BEN-VENISTE: 
Q     Mr.  Haldeman  — 

MR.  BEN-VENISTE:   I  think  where  we  left  off  yesterday. 
Your  Honor,  I  was  showing  Mr.  Haldeman  Exhibit  7  in  evidence 
with  respect  to  the  tapes  which  were  removed  on  the  11th  of 
July,  and  was  asking  whether  Exhibit  7  refreshed  his  recollection 
as  to  which  tape  he  had  requested  and  received  from  Mr.  Bull 
on  that  date. 

THE  WITNESS:   I  have  no  reason  to  question  the 
accuracy  of  this  list.   I  can't  confirm,  of  my  own  knowledge, 
that  these  were  the  tapes  that  I  received.   I  note  that  they 
refer  basically  to  dates  that,  as  I  recall,  were  dates  of 
significance,  significant  meetings,  so  it  would  be  logical 
that  they  would  have  been  dates  that  were  requested. 
"^"^     BY  MR.  BEN-VENISTE: 


r 


Q     Does  it  refresh  your  recollection,  in  any  way,  as 
to  any  specific  tape  that  you  requested  aside  from  what  may  seem 
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requested  earlier. 

Q     Is  it  conceivable  that  you  may  have  requested  them 
during  the  first  request  you  made  of  Mr.  Bull? 

A     That  is  conceivable;  yes. 

Q     Can  you  explain  why  they  would  not  have  been 
delivered  along  with  the  first  three  if  that  is  conceivable? 

A     No. 

Q     Now,  the  Exhibit  in  Evidence,,  Exhibit  7,  indicates 
that  at  2:45' p.  m.  on  the  11th  of  July  Mr.  Bull  received  six 
tapes.  Does  that  sound  at  about  the  right  time  that  you 
received  them? 

A     I  have  no  recollection  of  when  I  received  them. 
I  couldn't  confirm  that. 

Q     Would  you  have  any  reason  to  dispute  that  time? 

A     No. 

Q     What  did  you  do  with  the  tapes  when  you  received 
them? 

A     I  believe  that  I  received  them  in  the  -E.O.B.  in 
the  guest  office  that  I  was  using  and  I  took  them  home  with 
me  that  evening.   I  did  not  listen  to  them.   I  brought  them 
back  with  the  other  tapes  the  following  morning, 
^^t^    Was  anyone  else  in  your  home  that  evening? 


A     I  don't  believe  so. 

Q     Was  Mr.  Higby  there? 

A     I  was  going  to  say  it  is  possible  that  Mr.  Higby 
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was.   He  may  have  dropped  me  off  and  may  have  come  in.   I  am 
not  sure. 

Q     Do  you  recall  being  given  a  ride  home  by  Mr.  Higby? 

A     I  can't  confirm  that  I  was  that  night.   He  had  given 
me  a  ride  home  other  evenings  because  I  was  working  there  at 
the  E.O.B.  and  he  may  well  have  that  evening. 

Q     Now,  you  say  you  took  the  tapes  to  your  home  either 
after  Mr.  Higby  gave  you  a  lift  or  some  other  conveyance.   Did 
you  have  a  conversation  with  anyone  else  that  evening? 

A     Not  that  I  recall.   I  probably  called  my  wife  on  the 
phone.   I  didn't  have  any  face-to-face  conversation. 

Q     And  aside  from  the  possibility  of  calling  your  wife, 
.  do  you  have  any  recollection  of  speaking  with  anyone  else  that 
evening? 

A     No,  I  don't. 

Q     How  did  you  carry  the  tapes  home,  in  a  briefcase? 

A     My  recollection  is  that  they  were  in  a  large  brown 
manlla  envelope,  mailing  envelope. 

Q     Now,  did  you  put  any  of  the  tapes  on  the  machine  which 
Mr.  Bull  gave  you  that  evening? 

A     No. 

Q     Well,  can  you  tell  the  Court  the  reason  for  requesting 
the  tapes  of  Mr.  Bull  and  carrying  them  home  that  evening  with 
the  intention  of  listening  to  them  and  why  you  did  not  listen 
to  them? 


r 
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A    As  I  have  said  earlier,  I  am  not  able  to  specifically 

state  the  reasons  for  those  tapes  or  even  which  tapes  they 

were.   My  best  recollection  is  that  the  reason  I  did  not  listen 

to  them,  in  thinking  about  it  that  evening,  as  I  recall,  they 

covered  meetings  that  I  had  not  attended  and  that  I  would, 

therefore,  not  listen  to  them. 

Q     Did  anyone  give  you  any  such  instruction  as  to  the 

propriety  of  listening  to  a  conversation  in  which  you  were  not 

a  participant? 

A     No. 

Q     This  was  strictly  on  your  own  and  that  was  the  sole 

reason  for  not  listening  to  the  tapes? 

A     That  is  my  recollection  and  belief;  yes. 

Q     And  that  decision  was  made  by  you  in  the  evening 

when  you  returned  home? 

A     Yes. 

Q     Now,  one  of  the  tapes  on  that  list,  Mr.  Haldeman, 

was  a  meeting  and  included  in  the  meeting  in  the  Oval  Office  — 

THE  COURT:   Excuse  me  a  minute. 

Mr.  Haldeman,  would  you  get  a  little  closer  to  the 

microphone  and  speak  a  little  bit  louder? 

THE  WITNESS:   Yes,  sir. 

BY  MR.  BEN-VENISTE: 

Q     One  of  the  tapes,  the  conversation  on  one  of  the 

tapes,  according  to  the  Secret  Service  records,  you  had  in  your 
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attended.   Now,  those  tapes  cover  extended  periods.   They  cover, 

I  presume,  other  meetings,  although  I  don't  know  that  is  the 

case. 

Q     Well,  what  was  the  criteria  for  your  selecting  the 
tapes  in  the  first  place? 

A     As  I  testified  earlier,  I  don't  remember.   I  don't 
know  why  those  particular  ones.   I  don't  remember  which  dates 
were  selected  or  why. 

Q     Most  respectfully,  Mr.  Haldeman,  how  on  earth  could 
you  have  decided  in  your  own  mind  that  you  weren't  present 
at  the  meetings  if  you  didn't  know  which  meetings  were  on  your 
mind? 

A     The  decision  was  at  the  time  of  my  listening  to  them 
my  lack  of  recollection  is  at  the  present  time  as  I  testified 
to  these  matters,  not  at  the  time  the  matters  were  taking  place. 

Q     If  I  understand  what  you  have  just  said,  it  is  that 
at  the  time  that  you  had  these  tapes  on  the  11th  of  July  you 
had  a  recollection  of  which  conversations  you  wanted  to  listen 
to  and  those  conversations  did  not  include  you  in  any  way  as 
a  participant  and  for  that  reason  you  did  not  listen  to  them? 

A     That  is  my  present  recollection.   It  would  appear 
that  to  some  degree  at  least  some  of  the  tapes  covered  meetings 
in  which  I  was  present.   I  don't  know  from  what  you  covered 
whether  they  also  covered  meetings  in  which  I  was  not 
present. 
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Q     I  think  it  is  quite  clear  they  covered  meetings  in 
which  you  were  not  present  since  it  covers  all  the  President's 
meetings  in  the  designated  place  for  the  time  period  indicated. 
There  are  the  John  Dean  meetings  which  I  read  off  to  you  at 
which  you  were  present,  and  those  were  the  meetings,  if  I  am 
not  mistaken,  about  which  you  indicated  there  was  some  interest. 

A     That  is  right. 

Q     Now,  what  did  you  do  with  the  tapes  that  evening 
upon  returning  home  and  retiring? 

A     I  don't  know  that  I  did  anything  with  them  upon 
retiring.   Either  that  evening  or  the  next  morning,  my 
recollection  is  that  I  removed  the  tapes  that  were  in  the 
manilla  [sic]  envelope  to  the  briefcase  in  which  the  other  original 
tapes  were  and  in  which  the  machine  was  and  put  them  all  into 
one  container  and  brought  it  back  to  the  E.O.B.  on  the  following 
morning. 

Q     To  whom  did  you  give  the  tapes? 


A     Again,  I  have  no  specific  recollection  of  delivery. 
I  brought  them  back  to  the  White  House  and  either  delivered  them 
to  Mr.  Bull  or  may  have  left  them  with  Mr.  Higby  to  deliver 
to  Mr.  Bull.   I  am  not  sure. 

Q     Are  you  certain  that  they  were  returned  to  Mr.  Bull 
on  that  date,  the  12th  of  July? 

A     Not  to  my  present  knowledge;  no. 

Q     Can  you  be  certain  that  Mr.  Bull  or  do  you  have  any 
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24.     On  July  10,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  requesting  (1)  copies  of 
records  of  telephone  conversations  and  meetings  between  the  President  and 
Clark  MacGregor  on  July  5  and  6,  1972;  (2)  copies  of  Gordon  Strachan's 
"political  matters  memoranda;"  (3)  a  copy  of  materials  in  John  Dean's 
"Miscellaneous  Intelligence"  file;  (4)  a  copy  of  the  logs  showing  what 
items  from  the  safeguarded  files  had  been  copied  by  former  White  House 
staff  members;  euid  (5)  records  of  items  Inserted  into  any  White  House 
file  by  Ehrlichman  or  Yoimg  on  or  after  April  30,  1973. 
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24.1  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 

July  10,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 

Prosecution  Force) 372 


(371) 


24.1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER.   JULI  10,. 1972 

July  10,    1973 


J,  Fred  Buzbardt,  Esq. 
Counsel  to  the  President 
The  »ihite  liovise 
Washington,  O.C* 

Dear  fir.  Bushardt: 

I  am  writing  to  make  the  following  requests,  in  addition  to 
those  We  have  previously  made.  All  the  itema  referred  to 
are  i25>or^Tjat  to  our  investigation. 

1.  Copies  o£  or  eiccerpts  from  logs^  diaries,  or  similar 
records  o£  telephone  conversations  and  meetings  betveen  the 
President  and  Clark  MacGregor  on  July  5  and  6,  1972. 

2.  Copies  of  "politiceOL  natters  cenoranda"  nusabers  1  through 
26,  inclusive,  fronx  Gordon  Strachan  to  Lawrence  Higby  and/or 
H.R.  Haldemcin,  probably  now  located  in  rooa  522,  203.  We 
believe  these  mejaoranda  be^an  in  early  spring  1972  and  went 
through  the  election,  Noveaber  1372. 

3.  A  copy  of  sjatarials  in  John  Dean's  "Miscellaneous  Intel- 
ligence" file,  taken  down  to  the  depository  for  protection 
on  'lay  1,  1?"73,  If  this  file  is  too  voluminous  to  be  con- 
veniently copied,  we  could  start  by  examining  the  file  in 
yoxar  offices. 

4.  A  copy  of  the  logs  or  other  records  showing  what  specific 
items,  free  any  of  the  files  safeguarded  pursucint  to  the  pro- 
cedures you  outlined  to  us  at  our  June  6  neeting,  have  h^&n 
copied  by  the  forraer  '^ite  House  staff  sseiabers  who  were  i>er— 
laittod  limited  access  for  the  purpose  of  isaking  such  copies. 
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5,     Copies  or  excerpts  of  any  records  of  items  inserted  into 

any  VThita  Eouse  file  by  Mr.   Ehxlichr.^ul  or  Mr.  Young  on  or  ax-! 
April  30,    1973. 

Sincerely, 


ARCaiBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 
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25.     On  July  12,  1973  Senator  Ervln  wrote  to  the  President  on  behalf 
of  the  Senate  Select  Comnlttee  stating  that  the  President's  letter  of 
July  6  conflicted  with  the  Committee's  responsibility  to  ascertain  the 
facts  on  matters  it  was  authorized  to  investigate.  On  that  day  the 
Committee  authorized  the  Chairman  to  meet  with  the  President  to  seek  to 
reconcile  the  matter. 
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1973,  5  SSC  1937 376 
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25.1     SAM  ERVIN  LETTER,   JULY  12,    1973,    5  SSC  19 Z7 


1937 

On  July  6  President  Nixon  wrote  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
a  letter  responding  to  the  request  which  the  committee  had  made  of 
the  White  House  for  certain  documents.  The  letter  has  been  widely 
publicized  in  the  press  and  will  not  be  either  read  or  paraphrased  by 
me  now  for  that  reason. 

On  this  morning  at  9  o'clock  the  committee  had  the  first  meeting 
it  has  iield  since  the  letter  was  written  and  received.  On  that  occasion 
the  vice  chairman  of  the  committee,  Senator  Baker,  who  always  mani- 
fests much  wisdom,  moved  that  the  chairman  send  a  committee  to  the 
^Vhite  House  by  way  of  reply  to  the  letter  of  July  6.  After  discussion 
among  the  members  of  the  committee,  the  committee  unanimously 
authorized  the  chairman  to  send  the  following  letter  to  the  President : 

July  12, 1S73. 
The  Pbesident, 
The  White  House, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Deiar  Mb.  Pbesident  :  I  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  letter  of  July  6,  addressed 
to  me  with  a  copy  to  Senator  Balder. 

The  Committee  feels  that  your  position  as  stated  in  the  letter,  measured 
against  the  Committee's  responsibility  to  ascertain  the  facts  related  to  the  mat- 
ters set  out  in  Senate  Resolution  60,  present  the  very  grave  possibility  of  a  funda- 
mental constitutional  confrontation  between  the  Congress  and  the  Presidency. 
We  wish  to  avoid  that,  if  possible.  Consequently,  we  request  an  opportunity  for 
representatives  of  this  Committee  and  its  staff  to  meet  with  you  and  your  staff 
to  try  to  find  ways  to  avoid  such  a  confrontation. 

We  stand  ready  to  discuss  the  matter  with  you  at  your  convenience.  We  would 
point  out  that  the  hearings  are  ongoing  and  that  time  is  of  the  essence.  We  trust 
that  this  may  be  done  very  promptly. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Sam  J.  Ebvin,  Jr.,  Chairman. 

I  would  like  to  add  that  the  letter  was  largely  dictated  by  Senator 
Baker  with  suggestions  from  the  other  membei-s  of  the  committee. 
It  was  forwarded  to  the  President  by  special  messenger  in  a  sealed 
envelope  marked  for  the  eyes  of  the  President  only.  [Laughter.] 

The  letter  was  accompanied  by  this  letter : 

JuLT  12,  1973. 
The  President, 
The  White  House, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  President  :  This  letter  Is  a  product  of  deliberations  of  the  Committee 
this  morning,  authorizing  the  Chairman  to  direct  a  letter  to  the  President.  It 
is  the  intention  of  the  Chairman  to  try  to  reach  the  President  by  telephone  at 
mid-day  today. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Sam  J.  Ervin,  Jr.,  Chairman. 

The  chairman  did  contact  the  President  by  telephone  and  was  as- 
sured by  the  Pi-esident  that  after  certain  pressing  matters  are  handled 
by  him  on  which  deadlines  are  necessarily  imposed,  he  will  meet  with 
the  chairman  to  discuss  this  question. 

The  committee  adopted  the  following  resolution  at  a  special  meeting 
today  held  at  1  o'clock. 

Resolved  6j/  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities: 
First,  that  the  Committee  is  of  the  unanimous  opinion  that  the  Committee 
is  entitled  to  have  access  to  every  document  in  the  possession  of  the  White  House 
for  any  Department  or  Agency  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment which  is  relevant  to  prove  or  disprove  any  of  the  matters  the  Committee 
is  authorized  by  Senate  Resolution  60  to  investigate. 
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On  July  6  President  Nixon  wrote  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
a  letter  responding  to  tlic  request  which  the  committee  had  made  of 
the  White  House  for  certain  docunu-nts.  The  letter  has  been  widely 
publicized  in  the  press  and  will  not  be  cither  read  or  paraphrased  by 
mo  now  for  that  reason. 

On  tliis  morning  at  9  o'clock  the  committee  had  the  first  meeting 
it  has  held  since  the  letter  was  written  and  received.  On  that  occasion 
the  vice  chairman  of  the  committee,  Senator  Baker,  who  always  mani- 
fests much  wisdom,  n^oved  that  the  chairman  send  a  committee  to  the 
AAHiite  Jlousc  by  way  of  reply  to  the  letter  of  July  6.  After  discussion 
among  the  members  of  the  committee,  the  committee  unanimously 
authorized  the  chairman  to  send  the  following  letter  to  the  President; 

July  12,  1973. 
The  President, 
T/ie  White  House, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Preside.nt  :  I  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  letter  of  July  6,  addressed 
to  me  with  a  copy  to  Senator  Baker. 

The  Committee  feels  that  your  position  as  stated  in  the  letter,  measured 
against  the  Committee's  responsiliility  to  ascertain  the  facts  related  to  the  mat- 
ters set  out  In  Senate  Resolution  60,  present  the  very  grave  possibility  of  a  funda- 
mental constitutional  confrontation  between  the  Congress  and  the  Pre.sideiicy. 
We  wish  to  avoid  that,  if  po.ssible.  Consequently,  we  request  an  opportunity  for 
representatives  of  this  Committee  and  its  staff  to  meet  with  you  and  your  staff 
to  try  to  find  ways  to  avoid  such  a  confrontation. 

We  stand  ready  to  discuss  the  matter  with  you  at  your  convenience.  We  would 
point  out  tliat  tlie  hearings  are  ongoing  and  that  time  is  of  tlie  essence.  We  trust 
that  this  may  be  done  very  promptly. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Sam  J.  Brvin,  Jr.,  Chairman. 

I  would  like  to  add  that  the  letter  was  largely  dictated  by  Senator 
Baker  with  su;rgestions  from  the  other  members  of  the  committee. 
It  was  forwarded  to  the  President  by  special  messenger  in  a  sealed 
envelope  marked  for  the  eyes  of  the  President  only.  [Laugliter.] 

The  letter  was  accompanied  by  this  letter: 

July  12,  1973. 
The  Pbesidext, 
The  White  House, 
Wa-^ington.  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Presidext  :  This  letter  is  a  product  of  deliberations  of  the  Committee 
this  mornin?.  authorizing  the  Chninnan  to  din?ct  ,i  letter  to  the  President.  It 
is  the  intention  of  the  Chairman  to  try  to  reach  the  President  by  telephone  at 
mid-day  today. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Sam  J.  Ervin,  Jr.,  Chairman. 

Tlie  chairman  did  contact  the  Pi-esident  by  telephone  and  was  as- 
sured by  tlie  President  that  after  certain  pressing  matters  are  liandled 
by  him  on  which  deadlines  are  necessarily  imposed,  he  will  meet  with 
the  chairman  to  discuss  this  qucstioih 

The  committee  adopted  the  following  resolution  at  a  special  meeting 
today  held  at  1  o'clock. 

Rcsolvrd  till  the  Srjiatc  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities: 
First,  that  tlie  Coininittoe  is  of  tlie  imaiiininus  opinion  that  tlie  Comiiiittee 
is  entitle<l  to  have  access  to  every  document  in  tlio  piissossion  of  the  White  House 
for  any  Department  or  Agency  of  the  Executive  Brancli  of  tlie  P\>1ornl  Oovern- 
mont  which  is  relevant  to  prnvo  or  disprove  any  of  the  matters  the  Couuuittee 
is  authorized  by  Senate  Resolution  60  to  investigate. 
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Second,  that  tbe  Committfe  is  anxious  to  avoid  any  confrontation  with  the 
White  House  in  respect  to  tliis  niatt<!r,  and  for  tliis  riason  authorizes  tlie  Cliair- 
man  to  meet  with  the  President  to  ascertain  whetlier  there  is  any  reasonalile 
possibility  of  worl<ing  out  any  reconciliation  between  the  position  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  this  rcsi>eot  and  that  aiinoiineed  by  tlie  President  in  his  letter  to  the 
Chairman  bearinf;  date  July  6,  1973  wliicli  will  enable  tbe  Committee  to  gain 
access  to  the  documents  necessary  to  enable  it  to  make  the  inquiry  which  it  is 
authoriz'ed  by  Senate  Resolution  60  to  make. 

Tlio  chairman  expects  to  avail  himself  of  the  promised  opportunity 
to  confer  with  the  President  in  tliis  matter  in  the  hope  that  we  might 
work  out  some  reconciliation  of  these  two  divergent  positions  and  thus 
avoid  any  possibility  of  a  confrontation  between  the  committee  as  a 
representative  of  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government,  and  the 
White  House. 

Does  any  member  of  the  committee  wish  to  add  anything  to  wliat  the 
chairman  has  said  ? 

If  not,  counsel  will  call  the  next  witness. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Richard  Moore. 

Senator  Ervix.  Mr.  Moore,  will  you  stand  up,  please. 

Do  you  swear  that  the  testimony  that  you  shall  give  to  the  Senate 
Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities  shall  be  the 
truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  so  help  you  God  ? 

Mr.  Moore.  I  do. 

Senator  Ervix.  Be  seated,  please,  sir.  "Will  you  please  state  your 
name  and  address  in  full  for  the  record. 

TESTIMONY  OF  RICHAKD  A.  MOORE,  ACCOMPANIED  BY  HERBERT  J. 
MILLER,  JR.,  COUNSEL 

Mr.  Moore.  My  name  is  Richard  A.  Moore,  Mr.  Chairman.  My 
address  is  4917  Rockwood  Parkway,  "Washington,  D.C. 

Senator  Ervix.  I  note  that  you  are  accompanied  by  counsel.  I  will 
ask  counsel  to  identify  himself  by  giving  his  name  and  address  for  the 
record. 

Mr.  Miller.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  record  my  name  is  Herbert  J. 
Miller,  Jr.,  l-^SO-lOth  Street,  "\Vashington,  D.C.  I  am  here  representing 
Mr.  Richard  Moore. 

Senator  Ervix.  Mr.  Moore,  I  also  observe  that  3-ou  have  a  prepared 
statement,  and  I  assume  that  j-ou  would  like  to  read  your  statement 
before  you  are  interrogated. 

Mr.  Moore.  I  would,  sir,  and  thank  you  for  the  privilege. 

Senator  Ervix.  You  may  proceed  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Moore.  My  name  is  Richard  A.  Moore.  I  am  special  counsel  to 
the  President,  a  position  to  which  I  was  appointed  on  April  26,  1971. 
But  today,  I  speak  today  only  for  myself. 

For  the  10  years  following  my  graduation  from  Yale  University 
Law  School  in  1939, 1  practiced  law  in  New  York,  with  4  years  out  for 
Army  service.  After  the  war  I  migrated  to  California,  where  I  was 
a  lawyer  and  later  an  executive  in  the  television  industry.  To  .«ave  the 
committee's  time,  I  will  not  recite  biographical  details  at  this  point, 
but  refer  you  to  the  resume  attached  to  this  statement. 

Senator  Erv[x.  "We  miglit  let  the  record  show  that  the  resume  will 
be  printed  in  full  after  tlie  reading  of  Mr.  Moore's  statement. 
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26.     On  July  16,  1973  Alexander  Butterfield,  former  Deputy  Assistant 
to  the  President,  testified  before  the  SSC  and  publicly  disclosed  the 
existence  of  a  system  for  automatically  recording  Presidential  conver- 
sations. Also  on  July  16th  the  President  wrote  to  Treasury  Secretary 
George  Shultz,  directing  that  no  officer  or  agent  of  the  Secret  Service 
give  testimony  to  Congressional  committees  concerning  matters  observed 
or  learned  while  performing  protective  functions  for  the  President  or  In 
their  duties  at  the  White  House.  On  July  18,  1973  the  taping  system  was 
disconnected  and  custody  of  the  tapes  transferred  from  the  Secret  Service 
to  the  White  House. 
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notice  and  without  time  to  arrange  for  permanent  coiuisel  or  for 
assistance  by  a  temporary  covmsel. 

That  is  all  I  have  to  say,  Mr.  Thompson. 

Mr.  Thompson.  During  what  period  of  time  were  vou  employed  at 
the  White  House,  Mr.  Butterfield  ? 

Mr.  Butterfield.  I  was  at  the  White  House  as  a  deputy  assistant 
to  the  President  from  the  first  day  of  tlie  Nixon  administration,  Jan- 
uary 21. 1969,  until  noon  of  March  14, 1973. 

Mr.  Thompson.  And  what  weie  your  duties  at  the  AVhite  House  ? 

Mr.  Butterfield.  My  duties  were  many  and  varied,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,]Mr.  Thompson.  I  will  try  to  state  them  briefly. 

I  was  in  charge  of  administration — that  is  to  say  that  the  staff  secre- 
tary, who  is  the  day-to-day  administrator  at  the  White  House,  re- 
ported directly  to  me.  And,  of  course,  I  reported  to  ]Mr.  Haldeman,  as 
did  everyone. 

In  addition  to  administration,  I  was  responsible  for  the  management 
and  ultimate  supervision  of  the  Office  of  Presidential  Papers  and  the 
Office  of  Special  Files.  Both  of  those  offices  pertained  to  the  collection 
of  documents  which  will  eventually  go  to  the  Nixon  library. 

Third,  I  was  in  charge  of  security  at  the  Wliite  House  insofar  as 
liaison  with  the  Secret  Service  and  the  Executive  Protective  Service 
is  concerned  and  insofar  as  FBI  background  investigations  for  pro- 
spective Presidential  appointees  is  concerned. 

A  fourth  duty  was  that  I  was  the  secretary  to  the  Cabinet  and  had 
that  duty  not  from  January  21, 1969,  but  from  November,  I  believe  No- 
vember 4,  1969,  through  until  the  day  I  departed,  March  14  of  this 
year. 

I  was  additionally  the  liaison  between  the  President  and  the  Of- 
fice of  the  President  and  all  of  the  various  support  units.  By  that  I 
mean  the  Office  of  the  jNIilitary  Assistant  to  the  President  and  the 
Office  of  ^Vhite  House  Visitors,  again  the  Secret  Service,  the  Execu- 
tive Protective  Service,  the  residence  staff,  Mrs.  Nixon's  staff — I  served 
as  sort  of  a  conduit  between  all  those  elements  and  the  Office  of  the 
President. 

Finally,  I  was  in  charge  of  the  smooth  running  of  the  President's 
official  day,  both  in  Washington,  D.C..  and  at  the  western  White  House 
in  San  Clemente.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  smooth  running  of 
his  day  in  Florida  or  in  Camp  David,  but  I  was  responsible  for  the 
smooth  implementation  of  the  official  events  on  his  calendar  in  Wash- 
ington and  in  the  western  Wliite  House. 

That  pretty  well  sums  it  up,  sir. 

Mr.  Thompson.  You  were  employed  on  January  21,  1969,  and  con- 
tinued to  be  employed  until  March  14  of  this  year,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BuTTERiTELD.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Mr.  Butterfield,  are  you  aware  of  the  installation 
of  any  listening  devices  in  the  Oval  Office  of  the  President? 

Mr.  BuTTERFrELD.  I  was  aware  of  listening  devices;  yes.  sir. 

^Ir.  Thompson.  Wlien  were  those  devices  placed  in  the  Oval  Office? 

Jlr.  BunxRFiELD.  Approximately  the  summer  of  1970.  I  cannot 
begin  to  recall  the  precise  date.  My  guess,  Mr.  Thompson,  is  that  the 
installation  was  made  between — and  this  is  a  very  rough  guess — April 
or  May  of  1970  and  perhaps  the  end  of  the  summer  or  early  fall  1970. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Are  you  aware  of  any  devices  tliat  were  installed 
in  the  Executive  Office  Building  office  of  the  President? 
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Mr.  BuTTERrrELD.  Yes,  sir,  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Were  they  installed  at  the  same  time? 

Mr.  BuTTERFiELD.  They  were  installed  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  THOjrpsoN.  "Would  you  tell  us  a  little  bit  about  how  those  devices 
worked,  how  they  were  activated,  for  example  ? 

Mr.  BuTTERFiFXD.  I  don't  have  the  technical  knowledge,  but  I  will 
tell  you  what  I  know  about  how  those  devices  were  triggered.  They 
were  installed,  of  course,  for  historical  purposes,  to  record  the  Presi- 
dent's business  and  they  were  installed  in  his  two  offices,  the  Oval 
'Office  and  the  EOB  office.  AVithin  the  west  wing  of  the  "UTiite  House, 
there  are  several,  at  least  three,  perhaps  four — the  three  that  I  know 
of— boxes  called  Presidential  locator  boxes.  These  are  square  boxes 
approximately  10  by  10  inches,  and  on  them  are  several  locations,  about 
seven  locations,  which  would  tell  where  the  President  might  be  at  any 
time,  locations  such  as  the  residence — that  is  one  of  them ;  the  souta 
grounds  is  another;  Oval  Office  is  another;  EOB  office  is  still  another; 
west  wing,  meaning  west  wing  of  the  "White  House,  is  another;  and 
out,  I  think,  is  the  last  one.  "When  the  President  moves— «ast  wing  is 
still  another  and  I  think  that  covers  all  of  the  locations  indicated  on 
the  box. 

"When  the  President  moves  from  his  Oval  Office,  for  instance,  to  his 
Executive  Office  Building  office  and  he  departs  the  west  wing  and 
crosses  the  street,  it  is  my  understanding  that  the  Secret  Service  agents, 
members  of  the  Executive  Protective  Division  who  cover  him — it  is  my 
understanding  there  are  four,  five,  six  of  them — when  he  moves  across 
the  street,  one  of  them  covers  the  central  location,  which  maj'  be  the 
switchboard  under  the  east  wing,  or  it  may  be  the  Secret  Service  Com- 
mand Post,  I  don't  know.  If  it  is  the  Secret  Service  Command  Post, 
it  is  in  the  Executive  Office  Building.  It  says  the  President  is  leaving 
the  west  wing  and  going  to  the  EOB  office.  They  would  know  this. 
And  the  little  light  moves  from  the  Oval  Office  to  EOB  office.  It  doesn't 
actually  move  to  the  EOB  office  until  the  President  actually  enters  the 
EOB  office.  As  that  light  moves,  there  is  a  tie-in  audio  signal  so  that  if 
one  is  preoccupied,  as  I  might  be,  I  realize  that  the  locator  box  is  indi- 
cating a  change  in  the  President's  location  and  that  kind  of  informa- 
tion was  important  to  me.  My  office  was  located  immediately  adjacent 
to  the  President's  Oval  Office  on  the  west  side.  My  duties  involved  going 
in  and  out  frequently  and  working  directly  with  the  President.  ^Ir. 
Steve  Bull,  who  at  that  time  worked  on  the  other  side  of  the  President, 
on  the  east  side  of  the  Oval  Office,  liad  one  of  these  locator  boxes,  and 
Mr.  Haldeman  had  a  third.  I  believe  there  was  a  fourth  in  Mr.  Chapin's 
office — in  fact,  I  am  sure  there  was  a  fourth  in  Mr.  Chapin's  office.  We 
were  probably  the  four  who  would  be  the  most  concerned,  or  at  least 
most  immediately  concerned  with  the  President's  whereaboiits  and  the 
fact  that  he  was  changing  locations. 

In  that  the  Oval  Office  and  the  E.xecutive  Office  Building  office  were 
indicated  on  this  locator  box,  the  installation  was  installed  in  such 
a  way  that  when  the  light  was  on  ''Oval  Office."  the  taping  device  was 
at  least  triggered.  It  was  not  operating,  but  it  was  triggered — it  was 
spring-loaded,  if  you  will,  then  it  was  voice-actuated.  So  when  the 
light  was  on  "Oval  Office,''  in  tlie  Oval  Office  and  in  the  Oval  Office 
only,  the  taping  device  was  spring-loaded  to  a  voice-actuating  sitiia- 
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tlon.  "When  the  President  went  to  the  EOB  office,  the  light  was  on.  In 
the  EOB  office,  there  was  the  same  arrangement.  It  those  t\vo  offices, 
the  arrangement  was  the  same  and  the  taping  picked  up  all  conversa- 
tions or  all  noise  in  those  two  offices  wnen  the  light  was  at  those 
positions. 

Mr.  Thompson.  We  discussed  the  Oval  Office  and  the  EOB  oflBce. 
What  about  the  Cabinet  room  ?  Was  there  a  taping  device  in  the 
Cabinet  room  ? 

Mr.  BuTTERFiELD.  Ycs,  sir,  there  was. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Was  it  activated  in  the  same  way  ? 

Mr.  BuTTERFiELD.  No,  sir,  it  was  not,  and  my  guess  is,  and  it  is  only 
my  guess,  is  because  there  was  no  Cabinet  room  location  per  se  on 
the  locator  box.  There  was  only  a  west  wing  indication.  When  the  light 
was  on  west  wing  that  meant  the  President  was  in  one  of  two  places, 
the  Cabinet  room  or  the  barbershop.  When  he  went  into 
the  Cabinet  room  the  light  went  to  west  wing.  But  he  could  have  been 
someplace  else  in  the  west  wing  and  so  to  insure  the  recording  of 
business  conversations  in  the  Cabinet  room  a  manual  installation  was 
made. 

Mr.  Thompson.  I  do  not  want  to  hurry  you,  Mr.  Butterfield,  but  I 
understand  there  is  a  vote  in  about  12  minutes  so  if  we  could  go  through 
it  rather  rapidly  the  first  time  we  might  come  back  up  and  pick  up 
some  of  the  loose  ends. 

I  understand  the  recording  dence  in  the  Cabinet  room  was  manually 
operated  then,  is  (^hat  correct  ? 

Mr.  BuTTERFiELD.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Thompson.  There  were  buttons  on  the  desk  in  the  Cabinet  room 
there  that  activated  that  device  ? 

Mr.  BuTTERFiELD.  Thcie  were  two  buttons. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Pardon  me,  was  there  also  an  activating  device  on 
your  telephone? 

Mr.  BuTTERFiELD.  Ycs.  sir.  Tliere  was  an  off-on  button,  one  said 
"Haldeman"  and  one  tliat  said  "Butterfield"  that  was  on  and  off 
respectively,  and  one  on  my  teleplione. 

Mr.  Thompson.  How  was  the  device  usually  activated,  bj-  the  buttons 
or  by  your  telephone  activator  ? 

Mr.  Butterfield.  To  my  knowledge,  the  President  never  did  pay  an}' 
attention  to  the  buttons  at  the  Cabinet  table.  It  was  activated,  the  but- 
ton on  my  telephone,  by  me. 

Mr.  Thomp.son.  So  ifar  as  the  Oval  Office  and  the  EOB  office  are  con- 
cerned, would  it  be  your  testimony  that  the  device  would  pick  up 
any  and  all  conversations  no  matter  whore  the  conversations  took  place 
in  the  room  and  no  matter  how  soft  the  conversations  might  have  been? 

Mr.  Butterfield.  With  regard  to  the  Oval  and  EOB  offices? 

Mr.  Thomp.son.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  BuiTERFiEi.n.  Yes,  sir.  it  is  my 

Mr.  Thompson.  Was  it  a  little  more  difficult  to  pick  up  in  the 
Cabinet  room  ? 

Mr.  BiTiT-RiiELD.  Yes,  sir,  it  was  a  great  deal  moiv  difficult  to  pick 
jjp  in  the  Cabinet  room. 

yir.  TnoMi-soN.  All  right.  Wi'  liave  talked  about  the  rooms,  now  if 
we  could  move  on  to  tol(M)hon('s:  are  you  awaiv  of  the  installation 
of  any  devices  on  any  of  the  telephones,  first  of  all,  the  Oval  Office? 

^^r.  Bii't>;rfield.  Yes,  sir. 
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!Mr.  Tiiojipsox.  What  about  tlie  Executive  Office  Buildina:  office  of 
the  President? 

Mr.  Bttiterfield.  Yes,  sir.  Tlie  President's  business  telephone  at 
his  desk  in  tlie  Executive  Office  Building. 

ilr.  TiiOMPSox.  Wliut  about  the  Lincoln  Room? 

Mr.  BuTTERFiELD.  Yes,  sir,  the  telephone  in  the  Lincoln  sitting  room 
in  the  residence. 

Mr.  Thompson'.  What  about  Aspen  cabin  at  Camp  David  ? 

Mr.  BrTTERFiKLD.  Only  in,  on  the  telephone  at  the  President's  desk 
^in  his  study  in  the  Aspen  cabin,  his  personal  cabin. 

Mr.  Thompson'.  It  is  my  understanding  that  this  cabin  was  some- 
times used  by  foreign  dignitaries,  was  the  device  still  present  during 
those  periods  of  time  ? 

Mr.  BuTTERFrELD.  No,  sir,  the  device  was  removed  prior  to  occupancy 
by  chiefs  of  state,  heads  of  government,  and  other  foreign  dignitai'ies. 

]Mr.  Tho^cpsox.  All  right.  "Would  you  state  who  installed  these 
devices,  all  of  these  devices,  so  far  as  you  know  ? 

Mr.  BtrrxERFTELD.  I  did  not  say,  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Well,  who  did  ? 

Mr.  BuTTERFiELD.  The  Secret  Service.  The  Technical  Security  Di^-i- 
sion  of  the  Secret  Service. 

Mr.  Thompson-.  All  right.  You  alluded  to  a  reason  for  the  installa- 
tion of  these  devices.  Would  you  state  why,  as  far  as  your  understand- 
ing is  concerned,  these  devices  were  installed  in  these  rooms? 

Mr.  BuTTERFiELD.  There  was  no  doubt  in  my  mind  they  were  in- 
stalled to  record  things  for  posterity,  for  the  Nixon  librarj'.  The  Pres- 
ident was  very  conscious  of  that  kind  of  thing.  We  had  quite  an 
elaborate  setup  at  the  White  House  for  the  collection  and  preservation 
of  documents,  and  of  things  which  transpired  in  the  way  of  business 
of  state. 

ilr.  Thompson.  On  whose  authoritj'  were  they  installed,  Mr. 
Butterfield? 

Mr.  BtFTTF.RFiEiJ).  On  the  President's  authority  by  way  of  Mr.  Halde- 
man  and  Mr.  Higby. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Did  the  President  instruct  Mr.  Haldeman  and 
Mr.  Haldeman  instruct  Mr.  Higby  who,  in  turn,  instructed  you? 

Mr.  Butterfield.  Afr.  Haldeman  instructed  Mr.  Higby  to  tell  me 
and  as  I  said  earlier,  I  was  the  liaison  with  the  Secret  Service  and  it 
would  be  proper  for  me  to  give  the  instniction  to  the  Secret  Service. 

Mr.  Thompson.  During  j'our  tenure  at  the  \^^lite  House  as  far  as 
your  own  knowledge  is  concerned,  who  else  knew  about  the  presence 
of  these  recoiding  devices? 

Mr.  BxTTTERFrELD.  The  President.  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Higby,  and 
I,  plus  the  Secret  Service  people  who  I  would  prefer  not  to  name  in 
this  public  hearing  in  that  this  kind  of  thing  is  a  part  of  their  profes- 
sion, and  I  am  not  sure  of  the  correctness  of  that  statement  and  the 
propriety  of  refusing. 

ilr.  Thojipson.  All  right.  What  other  non-Secret  Service  i)ei'sonnel 
besides  those  you  have  mentioned  now  know  of  those  devices? 

]\rr.  BuTTERiTEt.D.  Wlicu  I  dcjiarted — thci-e  was  one  other,  my  sec- 
i-etarv  knew  also,  at  this  time,  altiiough  she  was  not  informed  early 
on.  She  was  informed  much  latei'  because  there  wore  a  number  of 
occasions  on  which  I  just  could  not  be  there  to  press  this  button  and  I 
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Recording  of  Presidential  Meetings 
and  Conversations 

Letter  to  Senator  Sam  J.  Ervin,  Jr.,  Chairman,  Senate 
Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities, 
From  J.  Fred  Buzhardt,  Special  Counsel  to  the 
President.     July  16, 1973 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  - 

This  letter  is  to  confirm  the  fact,  stated  to  your  Com- 
mittee today  by  Mr.  Alexander  Butterfield,  that  the 
President's  meetings  and  conversations  in  the  White 
House  have  been  recorded  since  the  spring  of  1971. 

I  am  advised  that  this  system,  which  is  still  in  use,  is 
similar  to  that  employed  by  the  last  Administration  and 
which  had  been  discontinued  from  1969  until  the  spring 
of  1971. 

A  more  detailed  staternent  concerning  these  procedures 
will  be  furnished  to  the  Committee  shortly. 
Sincerely, 

J.  Fred  Buzhardt 

[Honorable  Sam  J.  Er\*in,  Jr  ,  Chairman,  Select  Committee  on 
Presidential  Campaign  Activities,  United  States  Senate,  Wash- 
ington, DC.  20510] 


Testimony  of  Secret  Service  Agents 
Before  Congressional  Committees 


The  President's  Letter  to  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
George  P.  Shultz.     Dated  July  16,  1973. 
Released  July  17, 1973 

Dear  Secretary  Shultz: 

I  hereby  direct  that  no  officer  or  agent  of  the  Secret 
Service  shall  give  testimony  to  Congressional  committees 


concerning  matters  observed  or  learned  while  performing 
protective  functions  for  the  President  or  in  their  duties  at 
the  White  House. 

This  applies  to  the  Senate  Select  Committee  which  is 
investigating  matters  relating  to  the  \V'atergate  break-in 
and  the  current  efforts  which  I  am  informed  are  being 
made  to  subpoena  present  or  former  members  of  the 
Wfiite  House  detail  of  the  Secret  Service. 

You  will  please  communicate  thb  information  to  the 
Director  of  the  Secret  Ser\ice  promptly  and  either  you 
or  he  should  then  personally  notify  the  Chairman  of  the 
Senate  Select  Committee.  You  should  further  advise  the 
Chairman  that  requests  for  information  on  procedures 
in  the  White  House  will  be  given  prompt  consideration 
when  received  by  me. 
Sincerely, 

Richard  NrxoN 

P.    Shultz,    Secretary,   Treasury   Departmen 


[Honorable    George 
Washington,  D.C  ] 


"'         I 


Disaster  Assistance  for  Pennsylvania     ■ 

Announcement  of  Disaster  Declaration  and 
Authorization  of  Federal  Assistance  Following  Storms 
and  Flooding.     July  17, 1973 

The  President  today  declared  a  major  disaster  for  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania  as  a  result  of  severe  storms  and 
flooding,  beginning  on  June  27,  which  caused  serious 
damage  to  publii:  and  private  property.  The  President's 
action  will  permit  the  use  of  Federal  funds  for  relief  and 
recovery  efforts. 

In  his  request  for  a  Presidential  declaration,  Pennsyl- 
vania Gov.  Milton  J.  Shapp  advised  the  President  that 
preliminary  estimates  of  damage  to  public  facilities, 
homes,  and  businesses  totaled  $4.6  million.  Damage  sur- 
veys are  still  under  way  at  this  time  in  many  of  the  coun- 
ties. The  counties  affected  by  the  recent  flooding  also 
sustained  severe  damage  as  a  result  of  Tropical  Storm 


Volume    9 — Number    71 


(384) 
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IN  RE  GRAND  JURY,    MISC.    47-73,    1997-99  1997 

Q    hlo  ■! ,    ,-zi   ■; '-i.;  i.i.;iJ3;it  in  any  way  r^ilated  to  the 
fact  tha',  -••.5u:i'.:3  c-.a;.   A":  the  •cir.i'j  there  was  a  change  in 
custody  of  the  tap 35  £-v?.  ':]ii   Secret  Service  to  the  White  House 
staff  did  ycu  Ic-.ov  0."  ilr.  -iaid-inan  having  listened  to  these 
tapes? 

A    Yc'U  '.ould  hav.5  tc  rei'resh  my  memory  as  to  when  the  -- 
r     Q    July  3Sth. 

A    I  thought,  in  fact,  I  am  ccnfident  that  I  knew  about 
Mr.  Haldeman's  access  b^fo-e  that  time. 

Q    Wcs  that;  in  any  ir.\y.,    related  to  the  decision  to 
transfer  custody? 

A    No,  although  --  Yes,  there  v;as  some  relationship 
there.   The  ::act  that  the  tapss  became  public  and  the  details 
of  the  systen  were  public,  -.:Iiat  it  uns   evident  that  this  would 
become  a  contra /ersial  issus  in  terms  of  evidentiary  material 
and,  tiierefore,  that  there  had  to  be  a  very  stringent  control 
of  it  contributed  to  that  Jecisicn.   The  fact  that  I  had 
recommended  the  discontiiiuation  of  the  system  and  the  President 
had  approved  th;it  and  it  '..as,  therefore,  no  longer  a  sensible 
role  for  the  Secret  Service  all  contributed  to  that. 

Q    Nov/,  was  this  d?'..-sic.-:  primarily  your  decision  to 
transfer  custody  or  was  it  nc.e  the  President's? 

A    The  decisJon  to  terminate  the  systen  was  primarily 
mine  because  the  President  vp.r,   in  the  hospital  at  that  time 
at  Bethesda  and  I  felt  that  quick  action  had  to  be  taken  and  I 
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put  the;  ofders  out  and  th  ;.-\  In  'o it,; .■>  I  h'-.n   later  that  I  had  done 

so  and  he  approvol  doing  ■so.   "i?  control  o!:  the  system,  I 

think  insuring  that  we  had  tigit  control  and  the  President 

himself  controlled  the  tapes  rej^ltcd  from  his  decision  and 

his  direct ioii  to  ne. 

Q    Now,  I  think  ycu  tsstii'ied  tliis  morning  that  you 
issued  instructions  to  your  y\iclo,  H  jnoral  Bennett,  to  take 
whatever  procedure  v/as  necessary  for  adequately  safeguarding 
and  keeping  track  o£  these  n.-ipos? 

A    That  is  correct. 

Q    And  that  General  Bennett  turned  over  to  you  some 
material  relating  thereto? 

A    Yes 

Q    ,\nd  wiat  was  that? 

A    Well,  if  I  havo  the  sequence  right,  I  told  him  in 
the  norning  to  set  up  the  system.   I  think  he  spent  a  good 
part  of  the  day  doing  it,  inventorying  the  tapes,  finding 
a  secure  room  and  estr.blishing  the  procedure  that  would  be 
adequate.   And  he  reported  to  ne  that  night  that  he  had 
completed  that.   It  was  the  next  morning,  as  I  recall,  that  he 
brought  an  envelope  in  that  wps  sealed  with  a  key  and  what  he 
told  me  was  the  combination  co  the  safe. 

Q    Now,  you  say  that  he  found  a  secure  room.   Were  the 
tapes  moved  from  one  place  to  another  at  that  time? 

A    That  was  our  original  plan.   He  mentionec'  that  to  me 
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26.3     ALEXANDER  HAIG  TESTIMONY,   DECEMBERS,    1973,  .„„„ 

IN  RE  GRAND  JURY.   MISC.    47-73,    1997-99 

(luriui;  the  d.iy  bri:  f.i.  it  pr.d*^d  up  W5  tco!:  a  room  in  the  secure 
area  of  the  Secret  Service  in  the  Executive  Office  I3uilding 
which  v/ould  bs  locke.l  and  vould  be   undsr  our  control  through 
the  lock  but  wliich  would  ba  a  securo  aroa  as  well. 

Q    Mas   that  a  diffd;-;nt  rjpository  than  the  one  which 
previously  had  existed? 

A    No,  I  don't  think  it  was  but  I  think  the  arrangements 
were  fundajnen tally  changed. 

Q    In  your  testimony  this  morning  you  stated  that  you 
instructed  General  Bennett  to  establish  a  system  of  firm 
custody.   Bid  the  Kord  firm  mean  that  theretofore  there  had  not 
existed  a  system  of  custody  which  was  firm? 

A    Well 3  I  vouldn't  v/ant  to  inake  a  valued  judgment  on 
that.   I  think  the  fact  that  the  President  wanted  control  and 
wanted  to  spacifi^ally  approve  access  to  the  tapes,  I  meant 
within  that  t2rm  fir^i  that  it  would  be  within  that  immediate 
family  of  the  President  that  the  access  to  the  tapes  would  be 
controlled  and  tii-t  it  v.-ould  be  a  positive  system. 

Q    V/ell,  at  th?.t  tim,;  did  you  have  any  knowledge, 
directly  or  indirsctly,  that  any  tapes  had  been  removed  other 
than  on  the  three  instances  ''hich  you  have  mentioned,  two  by 
Mr.  Haldeman  and  one  by  the  President? 

A    No,  I  don't  think  I  was  aware  of  any  others. 

Q    Now,  I  think  you  testified  that  General  Bennett  gave 
you  this  material,  the  combination,  etc.,  in  a  sealed  envelope? 
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27.     On  July  18,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  requesting  eight  tape 
recordings  of  conversations  between  the  President  and  various  White  House 
staff  and  others  whose  conduct  was  under  Investigation  in  connection  with 
the  alleged  cover-up  of  the  Watergate  break- in.  Cox  stated  that  the  tapes 
were  material  and  important  evidence  in  an  investigation  of  serious 
criminal  misconduct. 


Page 
27.1   Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 
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Prosecution  Force) 390 
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AC?ams 

July  18,  1973 


J.  Fred  Buzhardt,  Esquire 
Counsel  to  the  President 
The  I'Jhite  House 
VJashington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Buzhardt: 

I  am  vnriting  to  request  access  to  the  recordings 
of  certain  conversations  between  the  President  and  variotis 
members  of  the  White  House  staff  and  others  whose  conduct 
is  vtnder  investigation  in  connection  with  the  alleged 
cover-tip  of  the  break-in  at  the  Denocratic  National  Committee 
offices.   The  conversations  are  listed  below. 

I'lay  I  emphasize  three  essential  aspects  of  this 
request: 

First,  the  request  is  part  of  an  investigation  into 
serious  criminal  misconduct  --  the  obstruction  of  justice.  -i 

rfne  tapes  are  material  and  important  evidence  --  quite  apart 
from  anything  they  show  about  the  involvement  or  non- 
involvement  of  the  President  —  because  the  conversations 
.  recorded  in  all  probability  deal  with  the  activities  of  other 
I  pp-rcnr^o  under  investigation.   Indeed,  it  is  not  implausible        -* 
to  suppose  that  the  reports  to  the  President  on  these  occasions 
may  themselves  have  been  made  pursuant  to  a  conspiracy  and  as 
part  of  a  cover-up. 

Second,  furnishing  the  tapes  in  aid  of  an  investigation 
into  charges  of  criminal  conspiracy  plainly  raises  none  of 
the  separation-of -powers  issues  you  believe  to  be  involved  in 
fuimlshing  so-called  "Presidential  Papers"  to  the  Select 
Committee.  The  Select  Committee  is  seeking  information  --  as 
I  understand  the  position  --  solely  in  order  to  recommend 
legislation.   Vfhatever  fears  you  may  entertain  that  furnishing 
the  tapes  in  aid  of  the  Select  Committee's  legislatixJa  function 
would  set  a  precedent  for  furnishing  Presidential  papers  to 
other  legislative  committees  are  plainly  irrelevant  to  my 
request.   For  my  request  involves  only  a  grand  jury  investigation 
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resulting  from  highly  extraordinary  circimstances .  No 
question  of  precedent  arises  beca\ise  the  circumstances 
almost  surely  will  never  be  repeated. 

Third,  I  would  xirge  that  the  tapes  be  furnished 
for  use  in  my  investigation  without  restriction.  This 
procedure  strikes  me  as  the  method  of  establishing  the 
truth  which  is  most  fair  to  everyone  concerned,  including 
the  President.  It  is  proper  to  point  out,  however,  that 
if  you  thought  it  essential  to  furnish  the  papers  only  to 
the  grand  Jiiry  under  the  rules  pertaining  to  grand  jury 
documents,  an  appropriate  procedure  could  be  devised. 
This  is  an  additional  circumstance  distinguishing  the 
present  investigation  from  the  situation  before  the 
Select  Committee. 

The  particular  conversations  to  which  my  present 
request  pertains  have  been  carefully  selected  as  those 
which  other  evidence  in  ovu:  possession  identifies  as  most 
material  to  the  investigation,  to  wit  — 


I  be 


1.  Meeting  of  June  20,  1972,  in  the  President's  EOB  Office 
between  the  President  and  Messrs.  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman 
from  10:30  a.m.  to  1:00  p.m.  (time  approximate). 

2.  Telephone  conversation  of  June  20,  1972,  between  the 
President  and  Mr.  Mitchell  from  6:08  to  6:12  p.m. 

3.  Meeting  of  June  30,  1972,  in  the  President's  EOB  Office 
between  the  President  and  Messrs .  Haldeman  and  Mitchell  from 
12:55  to  2:10  p.m. 

4.  Meeting  of  September  15,  1972,  in  the  President's  Oval 
Office  between  the  President  and  Mr.  Dean  from  5:15  to 
6:17  p.m.  Mr.  Haldeman  joined  this  meeting  at  5:27  p.m. 

5.  Meeting  of  March  13,  1973,  in  the  President's  Oval 
Office  between  the  President  and  Mr.  Dean  from  12:42  to 
2:00  p.m.  Mr.  Haldeman  was  present  from  12:43  to  12:55  p.m. 

6.  Meeting  of  March  21,  1973,  in  the  President's  Oval 
Office  between  the  President  and  Messrs.  Dean  and  Haldeman 
from  10:12  to  11:55  a.m. 
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7.  Iteeting  of  liarch  22,  1973,  in  the  President's  E03  Office 
betv7een  the  President  and  Mr.  Dean  from  1:57  to  3:43  p.m. 
Mr.  Ehrlichaian  joined  this  meeting  at  2:00  p.m.,  and  Messrs. 
Ualdeman  and  Mitchell  joined  at  2:01  p.m. 

8.  Meeting  of  April  15,  1973,  in  the  President's  E03  Office 
between  the  President  and  Mr.  Dean  from  9:17  to  10:12  p.m. 
(you  will  recall  that  this  is  the  conversation  the  recording 
of  which  I  requested  as  early  as  June  11  and  which  you 
declined  to  furnish  xmder  the  misapprehension  that  these 
was  only  a  subseqxient  memorandum.) 


I  aet 
[  wa; 


You  will  realize  that  as  the  investigation  proceeds  it 
may  be  necessary  to  request  additional  recordings. 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


cc: 

Chron 
File 
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28.     On  July  20,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Buzhardt  expressing  his  concern 
about  the  care  needed  to  Insure  that  the  tapes  were  preserved  Intact 
and  to  protect  their  integrity  as  possible  evidence.  He  requested 
Buzhardt  to  take  all  necessary  steps  to  see  that  custody  of  the  tapes 
was  properly  limited  and  fully  documented.  On  July  25,  1973  Buzhardt 
wrote  to  Cox  that  the  tapes  were  being  preserved  intact.  Buzhardt 
stated  that  the  tapes  were  under  the  President's  sole  personal  control 
and  that  they  were  being  adequately  protected  under  secure  conditions. 
Buzhardt  stated  that  all  access  to  the  tapes  was  carefully  documented. 
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28.2     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER,  JULY  20.    1973 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


July  20,  1973 


J.  Fred  Buzhardt,  Esquire 
Counsel  to  the  President 
The  White  House 
Washington,  D.  C.   20500 

Dear  IMr.  Buzhardt: 

I  have  requested  that  tape  recordings  of  specific 
conversations  that  took  place  In  the  White  House  and 
bear  directly  on  our  grand  jury  investigation  be  made 
available.   I  understand  that  the  Senate  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Presidential  Campaign  Acitivities  has  also 
requested  access  to  some  tapes  in  the  White  House. 

I  am  writing  to  you  to  emphasize  the  care  that 
should  be  taken  to  insure  that  the  tapes  that  we  are 
seeking  are  preserved  intact.   In  addition,  if  and 
when  these  tapes  are  produced,  it  will  be  important 
for  purposes  of  their  use  as  evidence  to  be  able  to 
establish  their  accuracy  and  authenticity.   There- 
fore, I  request  that  you  take  all  necessary  steps  to 
see  that  the  custody  of  these  tapes  is  properly 
limited  and  fully  documented  and  that  if  they  are 
made  available  to  the  Senate  Select  Committee,  nec- 
essary arrangements  are  made  to  protect  their  integ- 
rity as  possible  evidence. 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


000983 
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28. 1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER^   JULY  20,    1973 
July    20,    1:J73 


J,    Frad  BvTJS-aardt,    Esquire 
Coua3<»l   to  -the  Prssidarxt 

Wasbdngtoa*   iJ.  C.      205G0 

Deao:  i:4r«   Buzbardt: 

1  txava  rswjxieacsd  that  tiape  r^cordlriga  of  sPia&i  fie 
coxivars^tijorrs  t±iiic  tooii  piac^a  JLa  tiis  Hhita  Housa  and 
bear  diracrtly  oa  oar  grand  jury  iava^itigatioa  b^  aada 
avaiiaals.      X  xmcsrstoad.  tha-  tJia  Senate  Selact  Cozs- 
aittiiia  oa  Proaideati-ai  Caj^)^igsi  Activitiea  ria3  also 
requti^t^d  accaaa  to  sosjs*  tapea  ia  -tost  Tfaita  Houaa. 

X   aa  "writiing   to  vou  to  aapb-asiifa  tha  caro  that 
should  ba  t.via.a  to  in^ura  that  tha  tape^   that  ve  ar^ 
seeking  ara  prasery^d  intact.      Isx  additiou/   if  and 
Whaa   tnasi^   taot^;-  cira  produced,    it  xyill  fca  iinportajat 
for  porpoaas  o£  thair  lisa  as  eviueioce  to  tna  ahla  to 
e3tai>3-i3h   thalr  acctnracy  a.nd  authaaticity.      Tatsns- 
Tcra,    X  rsqasist  that  you  ta)ca  all  aactiaaAry  steps  to 
se^   that  tha  cuatody  of   tha3-3  tapes  is  properly 
linitad  aad  fully  do<rv35satad  aad  that  if  they  ara 
tiado  avaiiabla  to  th*  S^isata  Selact  CoKuaitte^^   acc- 
essary a2rraa<gy3ants  eira  raado  to  protact  thair  iata-^— 
rity  a.s  posijihla  -avid-Ttaoa. 

Siaceraly, 


ASCHXiSALD  COZ 
Special  Proaacutor 
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28. 2     J.    FRED  BUZHARDT  LETTER,   JULY  25,    1973 


THE  WHITE   HOUSE 

WAS  H  I  N  GTO  N 

25  July   1973 


Dear  Mr.    Cox: 

By  way  of  further  response  to  your  letter  of  July  20th,    I  am  glad  to 
be  able  to  assure  you  thet  the  tapes  you  referred  to  therein  are  being 
preserved  intact.     The  President  has  sole  personal  control  of  those 
tapes  and  they  are  being  adequately  protected  under  secure  conditions. 
All  access  to  the  tapes  is  carefully  documented. 

Sincerely, 

/J.    FRED  BUZfiARDT 
•     Special  Counsel  to  the  President 


Honorable  Archibald  Cox 

Special  Prosecutor 

Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force 

1425   -   K  Street,    N.  W. 

V/ashingtor..    D.  C.      20005 
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29.     On  July  20,  1973  Cox  confirmed  that  Ashland  Oil,  Inc.  and  Or in 
E.  Atkins,  Chairman  of  the  Ashland  Oil,  Inc.  Board,  voluntarily  aclcnowl- 
edged  making  an  illegal  corporate  contribution  of  $100,000  to  Maurice 
Stans  of  the  Finance  Committee  to  Re-elect  the  President  (FCRP)  early  in 
April  1972. 


PaoA 

29.1  Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force  press  release, 

July  20,  1973 398 
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29. 1     WATERGATE  SPECIAL  PROSECimON  FORCE  PR?:.,.,  RELEASE.'  JULY  20^    7P77 

\\,\  I  i'RCiAl  i    Sl'FCI.M,  I'KOSrC'MION  iORCi: 

United  Si.iifs  Dc'pariiiv.-nt  ol  Justice 

142?  K  Siioct.  N.W. 

Washington.  D.C.  20005 


FOR  IMMEDIATE  RELEASE 
FRIDAY,   JULY  20,    1973 

I  Special  Prosecutor  Archibald  Cox  today  confirmed  that 

Ashland  Oil  Inc.    and  Orin  E.   Atkins,    chairman  of  the  firm's  board, 
have  voluntarily  acknowledged  illegal  corporate  contributions  to  the 

I      Finance  Committee  to  Re-Elect  the  President  early  in  April  1972. 
Mr.    Cox  noted  that  corporate  contributions  to  political 
campaigns  are  a  violation  of  Section  610  of  the  Federal  Criminal 
Code.     He  added,    "V/e  are  in  no  position  to  make  any  determination 
concerning  the  likely  disposition  of  the  nnatter  until  the  details  of 
the  contribution  and  surrounding  circumstances  have  been  fully 
investigated.  " 

But  he  repeated  an  earlier  statement:     "When  corporate 
officers  come  forward  voluntarily  and  early  to  disclose  illegal 
political  contributions   to  candidates  of  either  party,    their  voluntary 
acknowledgement  v/ill  be  considered  as  a  mitigating  circunistance  in 
deciding  what  charges  to  bring.  " 

The  facts   indicate  that  the  $100,  000  cont ribvition  was   solicited 
by  and  delivered  to  Maurice  11.    .Stans,    chai  rnian  of  the   Finance 

/       Committee  to  Re-Elect  the  PresidtMit. 
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30.    On  July  21,  1973  Buzhardt  wrote  to  Cox  expressing  regret  that 
the  VHilte  House  had  been  much  slower  than  It  would  have  liked  to  have 
been  In  responding  to  Cox's  requests.  Burhardt  explained  that  only  the 
President  could  resolve  many  of  the  questions  raised  by  the  requests 
and  that  during  the  period  in  question  the  President  had  had  the  summit 
meeting  with  Mr.  Brezhnev  and  had  been  hospitalized  £or  seven  days. 
Buzhardt  stated  that  he  would  have  responses  on  many  requests  early  in 
the  following  week. 


30.1  Letter  from  J.  Fred  Buzhardt  to  Archibald  Cox,         Page 
July  21,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 400 
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30.1     J.    FRED  BUZHARUr  LETTER^   JULY  22,    1973 


WAS  H  I  '•;  C  TO  ■•< 

Jiilv  Zi,    1973 


Dear  Mr.    Ccx: 

"""""  As  your  letter  of  July  10th  points  out,   this  office  has  been 

j-:iuch  slo'.ver  than  we  would  lihe  to  have  bten  in  responding  to  a 
nur.iber  of  your  requests  over  the  last  month.     This  is  a  matter  of 
great  regret  to  me,    and  I  want  to  confirin  the  explanations  I  gave  you 
on  the  telephone  why  it  has  occurred,    as  a  preliininary  to  sending  you--| 
within,    I  hope,   the  next  few  days--responses  to  your  several  specific 
requests. 


In  the  first  place,   this  period  has  been,   as  you  can  imagine, 
an  extrerr>.ely  busy  time  for  this  office.     The  Senate  committee 
hearings  have  been  at  a  critical  stage  that  has  occupied  much  of  our 
attention.     We  have  been  involved  with  subpoenas,    requests  for 
documents,    aiid  the  like  in  a  dozen  or  iTLOre  civil  actions.     We  have 
responsibilities  in  all  of  these  matters,   in  addition  to  our  responsibility 
to  cooperate  with  you  as  fully  and  as  expeditiously  as  is  possible. 
Leonard  Garment  and  I  musk  nieet  these  responsibilities  with  the 
help  of  a  total  staff  of  only  three  younger  lavvyers,   in  addition  to 
Professor  Wright  as  a  consultant,   but  he  returned  from  England  only 
on  Thursday  after  being  away  from  Washington  for  four  weeks. 

r"~  The  second,    and  more  important,    reason  is  that  all,    or 

virtually  all,    of  your  requests  raise  questions  that  can  only  be 
resolved  by  the  President  of  the  United  States.     The  precedents  are 
clear  that  a  decision  to  claim  or  to  waive  executive  privilege  is  one. 
that  must  be  made  personally  by  the  President.     In  the  period  in 
question  the  President  has  had  the  summit  meeting  with  Mr.    Brezhnev. 
Ke  has  also  been  hospitalized  for  seven  days.     These  are  in  addition 
to  all  of  the  usual  burdens  that  any  President  bears.     You  will  surely 
understand  that,    under  these  circuinstances,    obtaining  a  decision  from 
the  President  on  sensitive  questions  that  only  he  can  decide  is  often 
not  a  speedy  process. 
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ZO.l     J.    FEED  BUZHARDT  LETTER.   JULY  21.    1973 


I  do  regret  that  '..•c-  hr.ve  r-ot  Leon  z-r.-jz-i  ^.i-oinpt  in  rcspon^rlir.g 
"We  ?.  re  :.c.-.v  pre":''-red  to  ^i'--'^  yc-'u  rc5p':>!is':s  on 
'r.-.-i:.-   :■:  t:.c:T'.  a:-.d  will  do  s  c-  -iai-ly  i:c-xt  v,-;-.;!-;.      I  •.-.ill  advise  you  of 
\]:e  £t  =  t.i5  of  other  jn-itters  en.  Vvhich  v.e  co  no;  yet  have  a  response  iox 
yo'^.     I  assure  yoa  that  we  ur.derstand  the  urgency  of  the  enterprise 
in  v.-;i:ch  you  are  engaged  and  that  we  hope,   fully  as  much  as  you  do, 
{'ij-.t  the  delays  that  have  occurred  in  recent  weeks  w'll  not  be  iiecessariT 
in  the  f'.jture. 


Sincerely, 


Jj.    FRED  BUZHARDT 
Special  Counsel  to  the  President 


Honorable  Archibald  Cox 

Soecial  Prosecutor 

V/atergate  Special  Prosecution  Force 

1425  K  Street,    N.    W. 

Washington,    D.    C,    20005 
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31.     On  July  23,  1973  Halg  called  Richardson.   Richardson  has  stated 
Haig  told  him  that  the  President  had  complained  about  various  Cox  activities » 
including  letters  to  the  IRS  and  Secret  Service  from  the  Special  Prose- 
cutor's office  seeking  information  oii  guidelines  for  electronic  sur- 
veillance.  Richardson  has  stated  that  Haig  told  him  that  if  they  had  to 
have  a  confrontation  they  would  have  it,  that  the  President  wanted  a  tight 
line  drawn  with  no  further  mistakes  and  that  if  Cox  did  not  agree  they 
would  get  rid  of  Cox.   Richardson  has  stated  that  Cox  agreed  that  the 
request  for  information  contained  in  letters  by  his  office  to  Treasury 
Department  agencies  had  been  over-broadly  stated. 


31.1  Elliot  Richardson  affidavit  submitted  to  Page 

House  Judiciary  Committee ,  June  17 ,  1974 A04 
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31.1     ELLIOT  RICHARDSON  AFFIDAVIT,   JUNE  17,    1974 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 


AFFIDAVIT 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA,  ss: 

ELLIOT  RICHARDSON,  being  duly  sworn,  in  response  to  specific  points 
of  interest  to  counsel  for  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  deposes 
and  says: 

1.  From  May  25,  1973  to  October  20,  1973  I  served  as  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States.  While  I  held  that  position  I  had  conversations 
with  the  President  and  others  relating  to  the  work  of  the  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force.  This  affidavit  contains  information  relating  to  certain 
of  those  conversations  and  supplements  my  testimony  in  November,  1973  before 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee. 

2.  On  May  25,  1973,  just  before  my  swearing  in  as  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States,  I  had  a  brief  conversation  with  the  President  in  the 
Oval  Office.  The  President  referred  to  his  statement  of  May  22,  1973  relating 
to  the  waiver  of  executive  privilege  as  to  testimony  concerning  Watergate, 
and  told  me  that  his  statement  did  not  mean  that  there  would  be  any  such 
waiver  of  executive  privilege  as  to  documents.  I  was  not  aware  until  then 
that  the  word  "testimony"  had  been  used  advisedly  in  Ae  President's  May  22nd 
statement.   I  did  not  say  anything  in  response  to  what  the  President  told  me. 
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31.1     ELLIOT  RICHARDSON  AFFIDAVIT^  JUNE  17,    1974 
-2- 

3.  On  July  3,  1973  General  Haig,  the  Pr3sldent'8  Chief  of  Staff, 
called  me  about  a  Los  Angeles  Times  story  that  Mr.  Cox  was  investigating 
expenditures  related  to  the  "Western  White  House"  at  San  Clemente.   I  called 
Mr.  Cox,  who  said  that  he  was  not  investigating  San  Clemente.  Mr.  Cox 
explained  that  he  had  asked  his  press  officer  to  assemble  press  clippings 

on  San  Clemente  after  Mr.  Cox  was  questioned  about  San  Clemente  at  a  press 
conference.   The  press  officer  requested  clippings  from  the  Los  Angeles  Times, 
which  had  carried  most  of  the  articles.   I  called  General  Haig  back  and  told 
him  this.   He  said  that  I  ought  to  get  a  statement  from  Mr.  Cox  saying  that 
Mr.  Cox  was  not  investigating  the  matter.   General  Haig  said  that  he  was 
not  sure  the  President  was  not  going  to  move  on  this  to  discharge  Mr.  Cox, 
and  that  it  could  not  be  a  matter  of  Cox's  charter  to  investigate  the  President 
of  the  United  States.   1  called  Mr.  Cox,  who  agreed  to  make  a  statement.   Some 
time  after  1:00  p.m.  I  called  back  General  Haig,  who  said  the  statement  was 
inadequate.  At  this  point  the  President  broke  in  on  the  conversation.  The 
President  said  that  he  wanted  a  statement  by  Mr.  Cox  aaking  it  clear  that 
Mr.  Cox  was  not  investigating  San  Clemente,  and  he  wanted  it  by  two  o'clock. 

4.  On  July  23,  1973  General  Haig  called  and  told  me  that  the  "boss" 


was  very  "uptight"  about  Cox  and  complained  about  various  of  his  activities, 
Including  letters  to  the  IRS  and  the  Secret  Service  from  the  Special 
Prosecutor's  office  seeking  information  on  guidelines  for  electronic 
surveillance.   General  Haig  told  me  that  "if  we  have  to  have  a  confrontation 
we  will  have  it."  General  Haig  said  that  the  President  wanted  "a  tight  line 
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81.1     ELLIOT  RICHARDSON  AFFIDAVIT,   JUNE  17,    2974 
_3_ 

drawn  with  no  further  mistakes,"  and  that  "If  Cox  does  not  agree,  we  will 
get  rid  of  Cox."  In  this  instance  Mr.  Cox  agreed  that  the  requests  for 
information  contained  In  the  letters  sent  by  his  office  to  Treasury 
Department  agencies  had  been  over-broadly  stated. 

5.  In  late  September  or  early  October  1973  I  met  with  the  President 
in  regard  to  the  Agnew  matter.  After  we  had  finished  our  discussion  about 
Mr.  Agnew,  and  as  we  were  walking  toward  the  door,  the  President  said  in 
substance,  "Now  that  we  have  disposed  of  that  matter,  we  can  go  ahead  and 
get  rid  of  Cox."  There  was  nothing  more  said. 


Elliot  Richardson 


DATED 


<CU.'7  inv 


Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  I'  day  of  June,  1974. 


Notary  Public 
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32.     On  July  23,  1973  Special  Counsel  to  the  President  Charles  Alan 
Wright  Informed  Cox  that  he  had  been  Instructed  by  the  President  that 
the  tape  recordings  requested  by  Cox  would  not  be  made  available  and 
that  the  President  had  concluded  that  doing  so  would  not  serve  the 
public  interest.  On  July  23,  1973  the  President  wrote  to  Senator  Ervin, 
stating  that  he  had  decided  not  to  turn  over  the  tapes  to  the  SSC.  The 
President  stated  that  the  tapes  would  not  finally  settle  the  central 
issues  before  the  Committee  because  persons  with  different  perspectives 
and  motivations  would  inevitably  interpret  the  comments  on  the  tapes  in 
different  ways.  The  President  also  stated  that  the  tapes  could  be 
accurately  understood  or  interpreted  only  by  reference  to  other  documents 
and  tapes. 


°  Page 

32.1  Letter  from  Charles  Alan  Wright  to  Archibald  Cox, 

July  23,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 

Prosecution  Force) 408 

32.2  Letter  from  President  Nixon  to  Chairman  Sam  Ervin, 
July  23,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 411 
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22.1     CHARLES  ALAN  WEIGHT  LETTER,   JULY  2S,    2973 
THE  WHITE    HOUSE 

WASH  I  M  C  T  O  fJ 

July  23,     1973 


Dear  Mr.    Cox: 


I   Jun 


Mr.    Buzhardt  has  asked  that  I  respond  to  youi-  letters  to  him  of 
June  20th,    July  18th  and  July  20th  in  which  you  make  certain  requests 
with  regard  to  tape  recordings  of  or  about  conversations  between  the 
President  and  various  members  of  the  White  House  staff  and  others. 


The  President  is  today  refusing  to  make  available  to  the  Senate 
Conamittee  material  of  a  similar  nature.     Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  his 
letter  of  this  date  to  Senator  Ervin  stating  his  position  about  the  tapes, 
g  I  am  instructed  by  the  President  to  inforni  you  that  it  will  not  be 
I  possible  to  make  available  to  you  the  recordings  that  you  have  requested. 

In  general  the  reasons  for  the  President's  decision  are  the  saine  as 
those  that  underlie  his  response  to  the  Senate  Committee.     But  in  your 
letter  of  July  18th  you  state  that  furnishing  the  tapes  in  aid  of  an  investi- 
gation into  charges  of  criminal  conspiracy  raises  none  of  the  separation- 
of-powers  issues  that  are  raised  by  the  request  from  the  Senate  Committee. 
You  indicated  a  similar  position  when  v/e  met  on  June  6th.     At  that  time 
you  suggested  that  questions  of  separation  of  powers  did  not  arise  since 
you  were  within  the  Executive  Branch,    though,    as  I  recall,    you  then  added 
that  your  positlcSn  is  a  little  hard  to  describe  since,    in  your  view,    you  are 
not  subject  to  direction  by  the  President  or  the  Attorney  General. 

I  note  that  in  your  subsequent  letters,    and  particularly  that  of  July  18th 
in  which  you  argue  that  tne  separation-of-powers  argument  is  inapplicable, 
there  is  no  suggestion  that  you  are  a  part  of  the  Executive  Branch.     Indeed, 
if  you  are  an  ordinary  prosecutor,    and  thus  a  part  of  the  Executive  Branch 
as  well  as  an  officer  of  the  court,    you  are  subject  to  the  instructions  of 
your  superiors,    up  to  and  including  the  President,    and  can  have  access  to 
Presidential  papers  only  as  and  if  the  President  sees  fit  to  make  them 
available  to  you. 


OOOiJs 
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But  quite  aside  from  the  consideration  just  stated,   there  is  an  even 
n-iore  fundamental  reason  why  scpavation-of-powers  considerations  are 
fully  as  applicable  to  a  request  from  you  as  to  one  from  the  Senate 
Committee.     It  is  clear,    and  your  letter  of  the  18th  specifically  states, 
that  the  reason  you  are  seeking  these  tapes  is  to  use  some  or  all  of  them 
before  grand  juries  or  in  criminal  trials.     Production  of  them  to  you 
would  lead  to  their  use  in  the  courts,    and  questions  of  separation-of- 
powers  are  in  the  forefront  when  the  most  confidential  docuinents  of  the 
Presidency  are  sought  for  use  in  the  Judicial  Branch.     Indeed  most  of  the 
limited  case  law  on  executive  privilege  has  arisen  in  the  context  of  attempts 
to  obtain  executive  documents  for  use  in  the  courts. 

The  successful  prosecution  of  those  who  have  broken  the  laws  is 
a  very  im.portant  national  interest,    but  it  has  long  been  recognized  that 
there  are  other  national  interests  that,    in  specific  cases,    may  override 
this,      \fhen  Congress  provided  in  the  Jencks  Act,    18  U.S.  C.    i  3500  (d), 
that  the  United  States  may  choose  to  refuse  to  disclose  material  that  the 
court  has  ordered  produced,    even  though  in  some  instances  this  will  lead 
to  a  mistrial  and  to  termination  of  the  prosecution,    it  was  nierely  recog- 
nizing that,    as  the  courts  had  repeatedly  held,   there  are  circumstances 
in  which  other  legitimate  national  interests  requiring  that  documents  be 
kept  confidential  outv/eigh  the  interest  in  punishing  a  particular  malefactor. 
Similarly  in  civil  litigation  the   United  States  may  feel  obliged  to  withhold 
relevant  information,    because  of  more  compelling  governmental  interests, 
even  though  this  may  cause  it  to  lose  a  suit  it  might  otherwise  have  won. 
The  power  of  the  President  to  vs-ithhold  confidential  documents  that  would 
otherwise  be  material  in  the  courts  comes  from  "an  inherent  executive 
power  which  is  protected  in  the  constitutional  system  of  separation  of 
power."     United  States  v.    Reynolds,     345  U.    S,    1,    6n.    9  (1953). 


n 


In  your  letter  to  Mr.    Buzhardt  of  July  10th  you  quoted  Mr.    Richardson's 
statement  to  the  Senate  Judiciary  Coinmittee  in  which  he  concKided  that 
it  WHS  the  President's  intention  "that  whatever  should  be  made  public  in 
terms  of  tlie  public  interest  in  these  investigations  should  be  disclosed.  .  " 
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That  is,    of  course,   the  President's  view,   but  it  is  for  the  President,   and 
only  for  the  President,   to  weigh  whether  the  increinental  advantage  thai 
these  tapes  would  give  you  in  criminal  proceedings  justifies  the  serious 
and  lasting  hurt  that  disclosure  of  them  would  do  to  the  confidentiality  that 
is  imperative  to  the  effective  functioning  of  the  Presidency.     In  this 
instance  the  President  has  concluded  that  it  would  not  serve  the  public 
I  interest  to  make  the  tapes  available. 

Sincerely, 


O  ^.(i^2-  6(-(^n  tiy'^iM"    '^ 

CHARLES  ALAN  WRIGHT/ 


Honorable  Archibald  Cox 

Special  Prosecutor 

Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force 

1425-K  Street,    N.  W. 

Washington,    D.  C.      20005 


End. 


oouss 


a 


(410) 


32.2     PRESIDENT  NIXON  LETTER,  JULY  23,    1973 


TIIK   U  ill'IK  IIOISK 
WASinxCiiON 


July  23,   1973 


Dear  Mr.    Chairman: 


I  I  have  considered  your  request  tliat  I  perniiL  the  ComnuLtcc 

I   to  have  access  to  tapes  of  my  private  conversations  with  a- 
number  of  my  closest  aides.     I  have  concluded  that  the 
principles  stated  in  iny  letter  to  you  of  July  6th  preclude  me 
from  complying  %\'ith  that  request,   and  I  shall  not  do  so. 
Indeed  the  special  nature  of  tape  recordings  of  private 
coiiversations  is  sucli  that  these  principles  apply  with  even 

I  greater  force  to  tapes  of  private  Presidential  conver.iations 

I  than  to  Presidential  papers. 


If  release  of  the  tapes  v/ould  settle  the  central  questions  at 
issue  in  the  Watergate  inquiries,   then  their  disclosure  might 
serve  a  substantial  public  interest  that  would  have  to  be 
v/eighed  very  heavily  against  the  negatives  of  disclosure. 

I  The  fact  is  that  tiie  t?-pes  v.'ould  not  finally  settle  the  central 
j  issues  before  your  Comrr.ittee.     Before  tlicir  existence  bocanne 
publicly  known,  I  personally  listened  to  a  nmnber  of  theni. 
The  tapes  are  entirely  consistent  %vith  what  I  know, to  be  the 
truth  and  v/hat  I  have  stated  to  be  the  truth.     However,  as  in 
any  verbatim  recording  of  informal  conversations,   they  contain 
comments  tlaat  persons  with  different  perspectives  and 
motivations  would  ine\-itabj.y  interpret  in  different  ways. 
Furthemiore,   there  are  inseparably  interspersed  in  them 
a  great  many  very  frank  and  very  private  comments,   on  a 
^vide  range  of  issues  and  individuals,  wholly  extraneous  to 
the  Connmittee's  inquiry.     Even  more  important,   the  tapes 
coidd  be  accurately  T.uidcrstood  or  interpreted  only  by  reference 
to  an  enormous  number  of  other  docanicnts  and  tapes,    so  tliat 
to  open  thcnii  at  all  would  begin  an  endless  process  of  dlficlosure 
I  and  explanation  of  private  Presidential  records  totally  luirelated 
^to^Vatergate,    and  highly  confidential  in  nature.     Tlxey  are  the 
clearest  possible  exaniplo  of  why  Presidential  documents 
must  be  kept  confidential. 
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32.2 


PRESIDENT  NIXON  LETTER,   JULY  23^ 


1973 


r 


Accortlingly,   the  tajjcr;,   v/liich  have  been  un^lcr  my  sole 
personal  control,   \vi]l  remain  so.     None  has  boon  trnur.rrjhod 
or  made  public  and  none  will  be. 

On  May  22nd  I  described  my  knowledge  of  tlie  Vfatcrgafeo 
niatter  and  its  aftcrinath  in  categorical  and  iinarnbiguou:?  terms 
that  I  know  to  be  true.     In  my  letter  of  Jvdy  f>Ui,  I  infornted 
you  that  at  an  appropriate  time  during  the  hearings  I  intend, 
to  address  publicly  tlie  subjects  you  are  considering.     I  still 
intend  tp  do  so  and  in  a  way  that  preserves  tlie  Constitutional 
principle  of  separation  of  power.';,    and  Uius  scvvt^n  l!u^  5nt<rrf.';lr: 
not  just  of  the  Congress  or  of  the  President,  l)\it  of  the  peoi»I«T. 


y 


Honorable  Sam  J.   Er\dn,   Jr. 

Chairman 

Select  ComiTiittec  on  Presidential 

Campaign  Acti\T.tics 
United  States  Senate 
V/'ashington,   D.  C.     20510 


^OQcj.j 


U 
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33.     On  July  23,  1973  the  Special  Prosecutor  Issued  a  subpoena  duces 
tecum  to.  the  President  on  behalf  of  the  Watergate  Grand  Jury.  The  sub- 
poena required  the  production  of  materials  relating  to  nine  Presidential 
conversations,  a  memorandum  dated  March  30,  1972  from  W.  Richard  Howard 
to  Bruce  Kehrli,  and  all  "Political  Matters  Memoranda"  and  all  tabs  or 
attachments  thereto  from  Gordon  Strachan  to  H.  R.  Haldeman  between 
November  1,  1971  and  November  7,  1972. 


33.1  Subpoena,  July  23,  1973,  In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc. 

47-73,  with  attachments 414 
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22. 1     SUBPOENA,   IN  RE  GRAND  JURY,   MISC.    47-72, 
JULY  22,    1972,    WITH  ATTACHMENTS 

GRAND  Jury  SOBPOEKA   DUCES   JECUH 

V  Misc.  #1+7-73 

For  the  District  of  Columbia 


THE    UNITED    STATES 

rs. 


JOUti   DOB 


REPORT  TO  V.VITED  STjITES  DISTRICT. 
COURT  HOUSE 

Between  Sd  Street  and  John  Marshall  Place 
and  on  Constitution  .Ivenue  .VH^. 

mnateXXX.  Grand  Jury  Roon  3 

Washington.  B.C. 


To: MPhar<JM,..Slxoaj..lha.WJiitfl.JlQUfte^  Washington,.  J^  

aubordlnata  o££io«r,  offloial,  or  anployea  with  cuatpdy  or 

oontrol  of  tha  documonta  or  objects  haraijiaCMirdascribed  on 

tha  attached  sohddula. /-  [  /  F  H  *^ 

--^-■-  '■ ^^t^^m 

"' '^^'■^f^^,0^rk 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  attend  before  the  Grand  Jury  of  said  Court  on       Thuraday 

the      26th  day  of  ^^^^  ,  19  73  ,  at M o'clock .  A.  M.,  to  testify 

and  to  bring  with  you  the  docomanta  or  objacts   listed  on  the  attached 
•chad-  WIT.VESS:     The  Honorable  John  d.    Sirica  Chief  Jud^e  of  said  Court,  this 

23rd day  of .July  .  75  73 

^__       _^,_^      t  J    ^  '•!        JAMES  F.  DAVEY,  Clerk. 

^^J^J^aJd  Co >< /P  yJ* 2.' 

^^«^S^<.^mt•d  Stata* B.     A-^^^^^  •'^•^put.aer.. 

34. 


Attorney 

Form  No.  U8A-I»-184    (Rev  7-1-71) 


(414) 


■iZ.l     SCEEDULr.  OF  DOCUMENTS,    IH  RE  CftlffD  JURY,   MISC.    47-73 

iJP.    Vi:!i    UxSTi'."':':    O:-'    COLGMBXA 
GR-.SC    JUKY 
Dat'.^d   ,luly    2Z,    1973 


nisc.  #  ^7-71  pi. 


Schedule  of  Documents  or  '    I  i    ^ 

Cbjacts  to  be  Produced  by  ^  ^ 

or  on  Behalf  of  Richard  'J(//  p 

1.      A.1,1  tapes  and  otlier  el'^ctronic  and/or  machanical        '  ^lerlf 
recordings  or  reproductions,  and  any  inernoranda,  papers, 
transcripts  or  other  writings,  relating  to: 

(a)  Meeting  of  June  20,  1972,  in  the  President's 
Executive  Office  Building  ("EC3")  Office  involving  Richard 
"ixon,  John  Ehrlichnan  and  H.  R,  Haldeman  from  10:30  a.ia. 
to  noon  (cine  approximate). 

(b)  Telephone  conversation  of  June  20,  1372, 
bet\Yeen  P.ichard  NLxon  and  John  li .    Mitchell  from  6:03  to 
6:12  p.m. 

(c)  Meeting  of  June  30,  1972,  in  the  President's 
-'03  Office,  involving  iMessrs.  Kixon,  Haldeman  and  Mitchell 
from  12:55  to  2:10  p.::,. 

(d)  Hee-ing  of  Saptsmber  15,  1972,  in  the  Presi- 
dent's Oval  Of f ice' involving  Mr.  Nixon,  Mr.  Haldeman,  and 
John  W.  Dean  III  from  5:27  to  6:17  p.m. 

(e)  Meeting  of  March  13,  1973,  in  the  President's 
Oval  Office  involving  Messrs.  Nixon,  Dean  and  Haldeman 
from  12:42  to  2:00  p. IT.. 

(f)  Meeting  of  March  21,  1973,  in  the  President's 
Oval  Office  involving  Messrs.  Nixon,  Dean,  and  Haldeman 
from  10:12  to  11:55  a.m. 

(g)  Meeting  of  March  21,  1973,  in  the  President's 
E03  Office  from  5:20  to  6:01  p.m.  involving  Messrs.  Nixon, 
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13. 1     SCHEDULE  OF  DOCUMENTS,    IN  RE  GRAND  JURY,   MISC.    47-7 S 

Ui)  M-"-;!i:j.n'j  oi  I-iarc'n  -'2,  lli73,  xi\  !.h^  '.'rosiilc-nt '  ^ 
.-:03  OiCir:a  ?n:oa  J.:5'i  to  :! :  4  3  f.rp,.  irivol  viv^;  i'c-;!.^rH.  Nixon, 
'"^3an,  Karlich.raan,  Ilaldr^man  and  i'iitchell . 

(i)  Meeting  oi  April  15,  1973,  in  the  President's 
EOD  Office  between  Mr.  Nixon  and  Mr.  Dean  fror.i  9:17  to 
10:12  p.m. 

2.  The  original  fwo  paragraph  memorandum  from  W. 
Richard  Howard  to  Bruce  I'ehrli,  dated  March  30,  1972,  con- 
cerning the  termination  of  Howard  Hunt  as  a  consultant  and 
transfer  to  "1701",  signed  "Dick,"  with  handwriting  on  tha 
top  and  bottom  of  the  one-page  memorandum  indicating  that 
it  was  placed  there  by  Kehrli.   (A  copy  of  this  memorandum 
was  turned  over  to  tho  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  on 
August  7,  19  72,  by  James  Rogers,  Personnel  Office,  K'hite 
House. ) 

3.  Original  copies  of  all  "Political  Matters  Memo- 
randa" and  all  "tabs"  or  "attachments"  thereto  from  Gordon 
Strachan  to  H.  R.  Hulaaman  between  November  1,  1971,  and 
Hovember  7,  197:?. 
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SS.l     PHILIP  LACOVARA  AFFIDAVIT^  JULY  24,    1973 

UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


Misc.  #  4-7-73 
JUL  24 


AFFIDAVIT 

CITY  OF  WASHINGTON     ) 

)     ss. 
DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA   )  ""^  ^'^ /9,?3 

PHILIP  A.  LACOVARA,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says: 

1.  I  am  Counsel  to  the  Watergate  Special  Prosecution 
Force,  am  over  18  years  of  age,  and  I  am  not  a  party  to 
these  proceedings. 

2.  At  6:20  p.m.  on  Monday,  July  23,  1973,  I  served 
the  euinexed  grand  jury  subpoena  duces  tecum  addressed  to 
Richard  M.  Nixon  by  delivering  a  copy  thereof  to  a  person 
known  to  me  to  be  J.  Fred  Buzhardt,  Special  Covinsel  to  the 
President,  who  acknowledged  receipt  thereof  in  writing  on 
behalf  of  the  President.   Service  was  made  in  room  188-1/2 
of  the  Old  Executive  Office  Building,  17th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.  W.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


PHILIP  J\))  LACOVARA 


subscribed  and  sworn  before  me  this 
24th  day  of  July,  1973. 
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34.     On  July  25,  1973  Buzhardt  responded  by  letter  to  Cox's  request 
of  June  27,  1973  for  a  narrative  statement  from  the  President.  Buzhardt 
stated  that  at  an  appropriate  time  the  President  Intended  to  address 
publicly  the  subjects  the  SSC  was  considering.  Including  Dean's  testimony. 
That  sane  day  Cox  wrote  Buzhardt  and  expressed  his  reservations  that  the 
President's  public  statement  would  be  responsive  to  his  request  for  a 
testimonial  narrative,  but  that  he  would  postpone  making  a  decision  on 
whether  to  renew  such  request  until  after  the  President's  public  statement. 


Page 

34.1  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 
June  27,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 420 

34.2  Letter  from  J.  Fred  Buzhardt  to  Archibald  Cox, 
July  25,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special  . 
Prosecution  Force) 423 

34.3  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 
July  25,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 424 
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34.1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER,   JUNE  27,    1973 
AC/flc 

June  27,    1973 


Mr.  J.  Fred  Buzhardt 
Counsel  to  the  President 
Tae  T-Thite  House 
Wa  s"hing ton ,  D .  C . 

Dear  Mr.  Buzhardt: 


The  testiiaom  of  John  W.  Dean,  III  before  the 
Select  C'Tssittee  of  the  Senate  makes  it  necessary  for  ice 
to  raise  the  natter  of  obtaining  the  evidence  of  the 
President  \ipon  incidents  of  vhich  he  has  first  hand 
knowledge.  Although  Dean's  testimony  was  given  in  another 
for^rs,  his  version  of  events  is  equally  available  to  this 
office  and  the  grand  jury.  The  President  has  also  been 
faaned  In  other  testiiaany  as  one  who  has  critical  information 
about  the  involveaent  of  a  n-snber  of  pe  rsons  in  a  inajor 
coiispiracy  to  obstruct  justice. 

Tae   nornal  course  -  apart  froa  Presidential  office 
and  responsibilities  -  would  be  to  ask  such  a  crucial  witness 
to  coi^e  in  for  an  interview  or  to  subpoena  him  for  testimony 
before  the  grand  jixry.  Kis  testimony  would  be  not  only 
material  but  well-nigh  essential  in  any  real  search  for  the 
truth.   If  he  did  not  appear  voluntarily,  he  would  be 
subpoenaed. 

The  fact  that  a  crucial  witness  in  this  investigation 
is  the  President  does  not  make  his  testimony  any  less  important 
to  the  acniinistration  of  justice.   !Ior  can  I  assurae  that  the 
Presidetxt  is  iinwilling  to  cortribute  all  the  information  he  has 
to  the  asccrtain=ient  of  the  truth.   Thus,  there  is  no  reason 
at  this  tiae  to  enter  upon  debate  about  whether  he  can  be 
subpoenaed  to  aopear  before  the  Grand  Jury.   It  is  important, 
however,  that  the  evidence  be  obtained  without  undue 
interference  with  the  performance  of  the  heavy  and  titne- 
constming  responsibilities  the  Presidency  entails. 
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34. 1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER,   JUNE  27,    1973 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


-  2  - 


Under  these  circumstances,  the  least  inconvenient 
course  to  the  President  would  seem  to  be  for  him  to 
furnish  a  detailed  narrative  statement  covering  the 
conversations  and  incidents  mentioned  in  John  Dean's 
testimony.   The  President  would  doubtless  wish  to  attach 
copies  of  all  relevant  transcripts  and  other  papers  or 
memoranda.   After  studying  the  narrative  there  might  well  be 
questions  I  would  wish  to  put  to  the  President  personally. 
Possibly,  further  requests  may  become  necssary  from  time 
to  time,  but  I  would  hope  that  the  advance  preparation  of 
a  narrative  statement  would  (unreadable]  the  demand  upon  the  President's 
time  to  the  necessary  minimum.   Both  the  narrative  statement 
and  any  subsequent  interview  would  be  treated  with  the 
secrecy  accorded  grand  jury  testimony. 

— •      Will  you  please  treat  this  letter  as  a  formal 
request  for  the  kind  of  narrative  statement  described  above 
^and  give  me  the  President's  response  in  the  near  future? 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


File 

Chron 

Cox 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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24. 1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER,   JUNE  27,    2973 

-    2    -  ..- 


Under  theoo  clrc***  :•*>♦»-».   i2*t  ^l**S^S°t:o 
course  to   tlie  President  v^^^i  »^».«»  jA  ^-^liiT^the 
fiimieh  a  detailed  rutrratt-r,  ♦t*t*iM«*  S«*|g*pean' s 
conversations  and  Indd^tit*  wmt%zl3n»^  ^\^h  to  attach 
testimony.     The  PrMld^c  v«U  '&****^*S^T>'apers   or 
copies  of  all  relcrasc  tT«:j»*rr  ;^l*  #«»^ '^^^^e  might  well  be 
memoranda.     After  «tu<tTl«8   t-^-*  ■^^''^^J'fJSSc  personally, 
questions  I  would  iriah  to  ^^  t*  *5)«  ?^*^^  from  tLae 
Possibly,    further  rix;tM«t*  t«r  V«MWi«^a^pyeparatlon  of 
to  tL-ne,  but  I  vould  )s^,m  «w*t   t=ft^  *i2S^5pon  the  President's 
a  narrative  state-xoc  vr>*: «  «•«  *^*Saarrative  statement 
time  to  the  neccn  «rr  «aal»*«.      **W^^^tad  with  the 
and  any  subsequent   lat«rTrl*w  wmmlJL  ***'^3^5ji;^.: 
secrecy  accorded  j;r*a4  j-srr  ^**\ t'*!"^"   ^j^-^- 

^^^_  "*_^»««»^a8>^-"  s  formal 

Will  you  P}!r!,^^J^^^^^t  described  above 
request  for  tho  ttnd  of  ^r*^*^ill*!^^e  near  future? 
and  give  oe  the  ?rejili*»t   »   r »»>«»*: sa^rt 


5y*i^^,.?ros.ecutor 


.ir--!sr,»gKi--- 


Filc  -_ 

Chron  .  --it^;. 

Cox  ■^-'^'^ 
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24.2     J.    FRED  BUZHARDT  LETTER,   JULY  25.    1973 
THE  WHITE   HOUSE 

WAS  H  I  N  GTO  N 

July  25,    1973 


Dear  Mr.    Cox: 

This  is  in  response  to  your  letter  of  June  27th,    requesting 
a  narrative  statenient  from  the  President  covering  the  conversations 
and  incidents  mentioned  in  John  Dean's  testinaony. 

The  President  has  announced,   in  his  letter  of  July  6th  to 
Senator  Ervin,   that  at  an  appropriate  time  he  intends  to  address 
publicly  the  subjects  the  Senate  Committee  is  considering.     Clearly 
the  testimony  of  Mr.    Dean  is  among  those  subjects  and  my 
expectation  is  that  the  President's  statem.ent  will  provide  you  with  the 
information  you  need  in  this  respect. 

Sincerely, 


(^.    Fred  Buztiardt 

Special  Counsel  to  the  President 


Honorable  Archibald  Cox 

Special  Prosecutor 

Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force 

1425  K  Street,    N^Wo 

Washington,    DcCc     20005 


OOJOJo 
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34.3     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER,  JULY  25,    1973 


Uk 


AC/flc 


o 


July  25.  1973 


J.    Fred  Buzhardt,    Esquire 
Counsel   to   the  President 
Tlie  V.'liite  House 
V7a3hinj;tou,    D.    C. 

Dear  Mr.    Buzhardt: 

This  will  acknowledge  your  letter  of  July  25. 
It  seenis  most  unlikely   that  a  public^stateraeat 

i^i^aci^e  of  f^:"lAd  that  -iould  bs  obtainad  frot.  ar,y 
Shlf  ii?n«>  b?  porsonal  tatervle.,,  or  by  putting  hrm 

before  the  grand  j'^y. 

Tr-,ne  I   ani  very   skeptical  about   the  likelihood 
o=   the  -?e3?d=nt's  public   statenient  meeting   testimonial 

SJ-;§;?¥;;^wmSi  S^JIit  ^^%^%S.  statement 
?f.^-;ir::'aL^lns  that  it  cones  reasonably  soon  -  before 
i;;aSi;.3  a   conclusion  or  rene.^ng  my  previous   request. 

It  n-/  also  be  worth  recalling  that  ny  letter  of 
T,^»   oyth  sDoke  of   the  possibility   that  xt  would  be 
oune    -/un  ^?^^"  X    .  f      Pr^-si^ent  personally  after 

necessary   to   qu3:,txon   tne   irr_si--u     f  d°tail^d  a 

Hli!4Hi?iS-ii".T^SJ^bLrtns; 

his  time"by  questionin-  him  in  parson. 

Sincerely, 

OOiOOd 

ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 

File 
chron . 
r.nx 
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35.     On  July  25,  1973  the  President  informed  Judge  Sirica  that  he 
would  decline  to  obey  the  subpoena  issued  on  July  23,  1973  because  to 
do  so  would  be  Inconsistent  with  the  public  interest  and  with  the  Con- 
stitutional position  of  the  Presidency.  The  President  agreed  voluntarily 
to  transmit  the  memorandum  from  W.  Richard  Howard  to  Bruce  Kehrli  and 
the  memoranda  from  Cordon  Strachan  to  H.  R.  Haldeman. 


Page 
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35.2     PRESIDENT  NIXON  LETTER^   JULY  25,    1973 
THE  WHl  TE  IIOL  SE 

WASHINGTON 

July  25.    1973 


Dear  Judge  .Sirica: 


I    Wl 


White  House  Counsel  have  received  on  my  behalf  a  subpoena 
duces  tecunn  issued  out  of  tlie  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  on  July  23rd  at  the  request  of  Archibald 
Cox.     The  subpoena  calls  on  me  to  produce  for  a  Grand  Jury 
certain  tape  recordings  as  well  as  certain  specified  documents. 
Witla  the  utmost  respect  for  the  court  of  which  you  are  Chief 
Jvidge,   and  for  the  branch  of  government  of  which  it  is  a  part, 
^must  decline  to  obey  the  command  of  that  subpoena.     In  doing 
so  I  follow  the  example  of  a  long  line  of  my  predecessors  as 
President  of  the  United  States  who  have  consistently  adhered  to 
the  position  that  the  President  is  not  subject  to  compulsory  process 
from  the  courts. 

The  independence  of  the  three  branches  of  our  government  is 
at  the  very  heart  of  our  Constitutional  system.     It  would  be 
wholly  inadmissible  for  the  President  to  seek  to  compel  some 
particular  action  by  the  courts.     It  is  equally  inadmissible  for 
the  courts  to  seek  to  compel  some  particular  action  from  the 
President. 

Tliat  the  President  is  not  subject  to  comp\ilsory  process  from  - 
the  other  branches  of  government  does  not  mean,    of  course, 
that  all  information  in  the  custody  of  the  President  must  forever 
remain  unavailable  to  the  courts.     Like  all  of  my  predecessors, 
I  have  always  made  relevant  material  available  to  the  courts 
except  in  those  rare  instances  when  to  do  so  would  be  inconsistent 
with  the  public  interest.     The  principle  that  guides  my  actions 
in  this  regard  was  well  stated  by  Attorney  General  Speed  in  1865: 

Upon  principles  of  public  policy  there  are  some 
kinds  of  evidence  which  the  law  excludes  or 
dispenses  with.    *  *  *    The  official  transactions 
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between  the  heads  of  departments  of  the 
Government  and  their  subordinate  officers 
are,   in  general,   treated  as  "privileged 
cominunications.  "     The  President  of  the 
United  Stater.,   the  heads  of  the  great  depart- 
ments of  the  Governraent,   and  the  Governors 
of  the  several  States,   it  has  been  decided, 
are  not  bound  to  produce  papers  or  disclose 
information  communicated  to  them  v/here,   in 
their  own  judgment,   the  disclosure  v/ould,    on 
public  considerations,   be  inexpedient.      These 
are  familiar  rules  laid  down  by  every  author 
on  the  law  of  evidence. 

A  similar  principle  has  been  stated  by  many  other  Attorneys 
General,    it  has  been  recognized  by  the  courts,    and  it  has  been 
cvCted  upon  by  many  Presidents. 


I    Li 


Ui 


hi  the  light  of  that  principle,    I  am  volvintarily  transmitting  for 
the  use  of  Ihe  Grand  Jury  the  memorandurri  from  W.    Richard 
Howard  to  Bruce  Kehrli  in  which  they  are  interested  as  well 
as  the  described  memoranda  from  Gordon  Strachan  to  H.   R. 

aldema.n.     I  have  concluded,   however,    that  it  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  public  interest  and  with  the  Constitutional 
position  of  the  Presidency  to  make  available  recordings  of 
meetings  and  telephone  conversations  in  which  I  was  a  partici- 
pant and  I  must  respectfully  decline  to  do  so. 

Sincerely, 


^^^^^-7^ 


Honorable  John  J.   Sirica 
U.S.    Court  House 
3rd  and  Constitution  Avenue,   N.  W. 
Room  2428 
■Washington,   D,C.     20001 

cc:    Honorable  Archibald  Cox 
Special  Prosecutor 

Enclosure:    Hov.-ard/?Cehr3i  memorandurr" 
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36.     On  July  26,  1973  Judge  Sirica  Issued  an  order  requiring  the 
President  to  show  cause  why  there  should  not  be  full  and  prompt  cot»- 
pliance  with  the  subpoena. 

Page 
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36.1     IN  HE  GRAND  JURY,   MISC.    47-73,    ORDER  TO  SHOW  CAUSE,   JULY  26.    1973 
UNITED    STATES    DISTRICT    COURT 
FOR   THE    DISTRICT    OF    COLUMBIA 


In  re  Grand  Jury  Subpoena 
Duces  Tecum  Issued  to 
Richard  M.  Nixon,  or  Any 

J  Subordinate  Officer,  Of- 
ficial, or  Employee  with 
Custody  or  Control  of 
Certain  Documents  or  Ob- 

; jects 


Misc.  No.  47-73 


ORDER  TO  SHOW  CAUSE       •''^Mes  f 


oavey 


Upon  consideration  of  the  verified  petition  of  Archibald 
Cox,  Special  Prosecutor,  Watergate  Special  Prosecution  Force, 
on  behalf  of  the  Grand  Jury  in  and  for  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  an  order 
directing  Richard  M.  Nixon  or  any  subordinate  officer  whom 
he  may  designate  as  having  custody  and  control  of  certain 
documents  or  objects,  to  show  cause  why  there  should  not  be 
full  and  prompt  compliance  with  a  subpoena  duces  tecum  of 
this  Court,  dated  July  23,  1973,  directing  the  production  of 
certain  documents  and  objects  before  the  Grand  Jury  of  this 
District  at  10:00  a.m.  on  July  26,  1973,  and  it  appearing 
to  this  Court  that  various  items  called  for  by  that  subpoena 
are  being  withheld  and  that  good  cause  has  been  shown  why 
the  subpoena  should  be  enforced,  it  is  hereby  ORDERED: 

1.   That  Richard  M.  Nixon  or  any  subordinate  officer 
whom  he  may  designate  as  having  custody  or  control  of  any  > 
of  the  items  described  in  paragraph  1  of  the  schedule 
attached  to  the  above  mentioned  subpoena,  is  ordered  tcy 
show  cause  at  a  hearing  on  the  '/A^i.     day  of  /^( i tfj^j ,j/C    <L^(iJ C{> / m 
1973,  why  the  documents  and  objects  described  in  paragraph  f'f^fA] 
1  of  such  schedule  should  not  be  produced  as  evidence  before 
the  Grand  Jury; 
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2.  That  at  the  hearing,  and  in  any  affidavits,  briefs 
or  memoranda  submitted  in  connection  with  this  matter   th 
Special  Prosecutor  is  authorized  to  disclose  matters  occur- 
ring before  the  Grand  Jury  to  the  extent  necessary  to  show 
the  Grand  Jury's  entitlement  to  enforcement  of  the  subpoena; 

3.  And  that  the  United  States  Marshal  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  is  directed  to  serve  forthwith  a  copy  of  this 
order  and  the  above  mentioned  petition  on  Richard  M.  Nixon, 
J.  Fred  Buzhardt  (as  Special  Coxinsel  to  the  President) ,  or 
any  other  person  of  suitable  age  and  discretion  at  the 
White  House  or  the  Old  Executive  Office  Building,  Washington, 
D.  C.   Such  service  on  or  before  the  30  day  of  July 
1973,  shall  be  deemed  good  and  sufficient  service. 


Dated: 


y/:^^/r^ 


-  2 
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37.     On  July  30,  31  and  August  1,  1973  Haldeman  testified  before  the 
SSC.  Haldeman  told  the  Committee  that  he  had  listened  to  a  tape  recording 
of  a  meeting  between  the  President  and  Dean  on  March  21,  1973  from  10:12  to 
11:53  a.m.  that  Haldeman  had  joined  at  11:15  a.m.  Using  notes  he  had  pre- 
pared while  listening  to  the  tape,  Haldeman  testified  about  the  entire 
conversation  between  the  President  and  Dean.  Haldeman  testified  that  on 
March  21  the  President  had  told  Dean  that  there  was  no  problem  in  raising 
one  million  dollars  but  that  it  would  be  wrong. 
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I  should  point  out  one  question  that  Mr.  Dean  raised  regarding  a 
comment  made  by  the  President  in  his  meeting  of  Fehniary  27.  He  said 
the  President  told  him  he  wanted  Dean  to  handle  the  AYatergate  matter 
as  it  was  taking  too  much  of  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman's  time  and 
they  were  principals  in  it.  Dean  indicates  that  he  did  not  understand 
what  it  was  the  President  meant  by  the  statement  that  Haldeman 
and  Ehrlichman  were  principals.  If  this  statement  was  made,  I  think 
it  is  quite  clear  in  the  context  in  which  that  meeting  was  held.  At  that 
time  the  major  issue  was  whether  the  President  would  pennit  his 
principal  aides  to  be  called  up  to  the  Senate  committee  to  testify.  At 
that  time  the  President  considered  it  inconceivable  that  anyone  would 
think  that  the  White  House  counsel  would  be  called  to  testify  and, 
therefore,  was  not  even  considering  the  possibility  of  Mr.  Dean  going 
before  the  Senate  hearings.  He  was  concerned  about  the  question 
of  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  being  called.  In  that  sense,  I  was  a 
principal  in  the  matter  of  executive  prinlege.  It  is  significant  that 
the  President,  according  to  Dean's  report,  also  emphasized  that  he 
would  never  let  Ehrlichman  and  Haldeman  go  to  the  Hill,  and  I 
think  it  is  in  that  connection  that  he  would  look  at  us  as  principals. 

MARCH   SrEETrXGS 

The  March  13  meeting  Mr.  Dean  had  with  the  President  shows 
on  the  President  s  log  as  having  run  from  12 :42  to  2,  an  80-minute 
meeting,  approximately.  The  President's  log  also  shows  that  I  was  in 
that  meeting  for  12  minutes  from  12 :43  to  12 :55.  Mr.  Dean  has  testified 
that  this  was  a  long  meeting,  mainly  regarding  the  Gray  hearings 
and  Dean's  inviration  to  appear  there.  He  says  that  toward  the  end 
of  the  conversation  they  got  into  a  discussion  of  "Wategate  matters  and 
the  question  of  money  demands  being  made  by  the  defendants.  He 
says  that  it  was  during  this  conversation  that  Haldeman  came  into 
the  office  for  a  brief  interruption  but  that  Haldeman  then  staj-ed  on. 
It  wjis  tiien.  Dean  says,  that  he  told  the  President  there  was  no  money 
to  pay  the  individuals:  the  President  asked  how  much  it  would  cost; 
Dean  estimated  $1  million ;  the  President  said  that  was  no  problem  and 
looked  over  at  Haldeman  and  repeated  that  statement.  Dean  then 
goes  on  to  describe  a  conversation  regarding  Executive  clemency  and 
then  back  to  the  question  of  mone-y,  ending  with  a  laugh  from  me 
at  Dean's  comment  that  next  time  he  would  be  more  knowledgeable. 

The  log.  however,  shows  that  I  was  in  for  12  minutes  at  the  beginning 
of  the  meeting  and  not  at  the  end. 

I  have  no  notes  on  the  March  13  meeting  and  I  have  no  recollection 
of  that  meeting  at  all.  I  do  not  recall  going  into  the  President's  office 
and  interrupting  the  meeting  with  John  Dean,  but  I  am  sure  that  I 
did  if  the  log  so  indicates.  However,  I  seriously  doubt  that  the  con- 
versation John  Dean  has  described  actually  took  place  on  March  13. 
I  doubt  it  because  of  the  difference  in  timing  as  snown  in  the  Presi- 
dent's log.  but  I  also  doubt  it  because  a  discussion  of  some  of  those 
matters  actually  occurred  during  a  meeting  on  March  21. 

There  is  also  a  timing  problem  regarding  the  meeting  of  ^farch  21. 
since  Dean  has  stated  that  I  was  only  in  tliat  nieeting  for  the  last  "> 
minutes  or  so  when  the  President  called  me  in  to  suggest  that  a  meet- 
ing be  set  up  with  John  Mitchell.  My  log  indicates  that  I  was  in  a. 
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meeting  irith  the  President  from  11 :15  to  11 :55  on  the  morning  of 

March  21.  I  do  recall  that  meeting  and  I  recall  being  in  it  for  snb- 

stantially  more  than  the  5  minutes  that  Mr.  Dean  remembers. 

I        I  was  not  present  for  the  first  hour  of  the  meeting,  btit  I  did  listen 

I    to  the  tape  of  the  entire  meeting — including  that  portion  before  I 

I    came  in. 

"UTiile  I  am  free  to  testify  to  everj-thing  which  I  can  recall  happen- 
ing during  the  time  I  was  present,  the  President  has  directed  that  I 
not  testify  as  to  any  facts  which  I  learned  solely  by  listening  to  the 
tape  of  the  meeting. 

My  counsel  will  present  a  letter*  in  this  respect  and  T  shall  obey  the 
decision  of  the  committee  as  to  its  niling  thereon.  Depending  on  that 
decision,  I  shall  issue  an  appropriate  addendum  to  this  statement  con- 
cemingthe  March  21  meeting. 

Mr.  WtLSON.  Mr.  Vice  Chairman. 

Senator  B\kfr  [presiding].  Mr.  Wilson. 

Mr.  "WiLSOX.  I  am  obliged  to  present  to  the  committee  a  communica- 
tion which  I  received  this  morning  from  the  "White  House  and  I  would 
like  to  read  it,  if  I  may,  and  a  page  carry  a  copy  of  it  up  to  you  while 
I  am  doing  it. 

Senator  Baker.  Would  you  proceed,  ilr.  Wilson  ? 

Mr.  WiLsox.  It  is  addressed  to  me  by  Mr.  Buzhardt. 

This  concerns  your  inquiry  as  to  the  extent  of  the  President's  waiver  of  ex- 
ecutive privilege  with  regard  to  the  testfrnony  of  Mr.  Haldeman  before  the  Sen- 
ate Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  .Activities.  Your  inquiry  was 
directed  to  llr.  Haldeman's  knowledge  of  the  contents  of  tape  recordings  of  con- 
versations of  meetings  in  the  President's  office  on  September  15,  1972,  .Twd  March 
21,  1073. 

Under  the  waiver  of  executive  privilege  stated  by  the  President  ou  May  22, 
1973,  Mr.  Haldeman  is  not  constrained  by  any  claim  of  executive  privilege  as  to 
conversations  at  meetings  which  IMr.  Haldeman  attended,  if  such  conversations 
fall  within  the  May  22.  1973,  g\iidelines. 

If  aslced  to  testify  as  to  facts  which  he  learned  about  meetings  or  portions  of 
meetings  which  he  did  not  attend,  but  of  which  he  learned  solely  by  listening 
to  a  tape  recording  of  such  meeting,  the  President  has  refjuested  that  you  in- 
form the  Committee  that  Mr.  Haldeman  has  l>een  instructed  by  tlie  President  to 
decline  to  testify  to  such  matters,  and  tliat  the  President,  in  so  instructing  Mr. 
Haldeman,  is  doing  so  pursuant  to  the  constitutional  doctrine  of  separation  of 
powers. 

Mr.  Wilson.  Mr.  Vice  Chairman,  I  have  no  argtiment  to  supplement 
that  letter. 

Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Wilson,  is  it  your  preference  that  the  committee 
act  on  this  at  this  point  or  would  it  be  agreeable  for  coiuiscl  to  the  com- 
mittee to  take  that  matter  under  advi»<Mnent  until  Mr.  Haldeman 
finishes  his  statement  ? 

Mr.  Wilson".  T  think,  sir.  tli.it  if  it  is  not  inconvenient,  and  in  order  to 
continue  the  continuity  of  tlii.s  .stateniput.  if  tlie  ronunittee  could  act  at 
this  time  upon  that  letter.  T  think  it  would  1h>  very  lielpful  to  us. 

Senator  B.vKER.  Mr.  WiUon.  if  tln-ie  is  uoolijcition  fri>in  thecotnniit- 
tee,  and  I  note  that  two  nu'uib.Ms  of  tlu'  loiumittot — tluce  nii'inl)oi-s  of 
the  committee  are  imt  present — if  tluio  is  my  (ilijiM-tioii  from  any  mem- 
ber of  tlie  committie.  tlie  comiuittcf  tluii  will  stand  in  recess  while 
we  confer  on  this  matter. 

[Recess.] 

•The  lettPr  ws»  subs^^J'i'ntlT  r<H»lT«l  nml  nn*-.!.-.  In  Ilimk  S  .is  ■•xhlhit  Xf^   H::. 
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Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  mc  ask  one  or  two  other  qualify- 
ing questions  on  the  statement.  As  the  chairman  pointed  out,  Mr. 
Haldcman,  we  don't  have  the  tapes  and  it  looks  like  we  are  ffoin^  to 
have  a  lawsuit  over  that,  but  just  for  the  .sake  of  further  establishing 
the  value  or  susceptibility  of  misinterpretation  of  the  information 
you  are  about  to  give  us,  did  you  in  fact  listen  to  the  tapes,  that  is, 
physically  listen  to  them  as  distingiiished  from  reading  a  transcript  of  ■ 
the  tape? 

Mr.  Haldem.\k.  Yes.  There  has  been  to  my  knowledge  no  transcript 
made  of  any  of  the  tapes  at  anytime.  I  listened  to  the  actual  tape. 

Senator  Baker.  Can  you  tell  us  where  you  did  it? 

Mr.  HAij>FJL\>r.  I  did  the — I  listened  to  the  March  21  tape  in  my 
oflSce  at  the  White  House,  and  I  listened  to  the  September  15  tape 
in  my  residence. 

Senator  Baker.  All  right.  Can  you  tell  us  something  of  the  quality 
of  the  tape,  that  is,  were  voices  clearly  distinguishable,  were  there  pe- 
riods when  they  were  inaudible?  What  was  the  general  quality  of  the 
recording? 

ilr.  EUldemax.  The  quality  varies.  It's  good  at  times  and  not  good 
at  times.  It's  the  kind  of  tape  recording  you  have  in  a  large  room, 
which  the  Oval  Office  is,  there  is  a  lot  of  echo  and  bounce,  it's  difficult 
to  follow  the  conversation  completely  but  it  is  not  by  any  means  im-  . 
possible. 

Senator  Baker.  Can  you  tell  us  whether  or  not  those  two  tapes  are 
still  in  existence? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  I  do  not  know,  I  have  no  knowledge.  They  were — 
returned  by  me  to  the  White  House  custodian  and  I  have  no  knowldege 
of  where  they  are  from  that  point  on. 

Senator  Baker.  Thank  you,  ifr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Mr.  Chairman,  can  I  ask  a  question  ? 

Senator  ER\^x.  One  question  then.  Who  permitted  you — were  j'ou 
aulhorized  by  the  President  to  hear  these  tapes  ? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  indicated  in  my  statement,  I  heard 
the  tapes  at  the  President's  authorization  and  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
porting on  their  contents  to  tlie  President. 

Mr.  WiLSOX.  ^Ir.  Chairman,  may  I  make  a  lawyer's  resen"ation 
with  respect  to  your  remarks?  In  somo  other  context  before  this  hear- 
ing is  over,  I  would  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  debate  with  you, 
sir,  the  question  of  the  extent  of  the  constitutional  doctrine  of  separa- 
tion of  powers,  sometimes  called  e.xecutive  privilege.  In  other  words, 
you  indicated,  sir,  that  you  didn't  think  this  was  a  valid  reason,  and 
I  gathered  imder  all  occasions.  I  just  want  yon  to  know  that  maybe 
before  we  are  through  here  I  may  take  the  liberty,  if  you  will  permit 
me,  of  raising  the  question  in  some  other  conte.\t. 

Senator  Ervix.  Always  glad  to  be  wiser  today  than  I  was  yestei-day. 

Senator  GtrRXET.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Ervix.  Senator  Gurney. 

Senator  GrRX-ET.  Mr.  Haldeman.  did  you  take  notes  as  you  were  lis- 
tening to  these  tapes? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes ;  I  did.  Senator. 

Senator  Gt-RXKv.  And  the  notes  were  taken  simultaneously  with  the 
listening  to  the  tapes? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  That  is  correct. 
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Senator  Gubney.  Thank  you. 

Senator  Ikottye.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Er\7n.  Senator  Inouye. 

Senator  I.vouye.  I  have  a  question.  Mr.  Haldeman,  who  had  physi- 
cal custody  of  the  tapes  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  of  them? 

Mr.  HALDEiiAx.  The  Technical  Security  Division  of  the  Secret 
Service. 

Senator  IxotrrE.  What  person  specifically  ? 

Mr.  H.\LDE3iAx.  I  don't  know.  I  don't  know.  I  obtained  them 
through  ^Ir.  Bull,  the  man  who  replaced  jMr.  Butterfield  as  the  Pres- 
ident's aide. 

Senator  Ixoute.  "Was  he  there  at  all  times  ? 

Mr.  Haldesulx.  Pardon  me? 

Senator  Ixoute.  TTas  he  there  at  aU  times  when  the  tapes  were 
played? 

Mr.  Haidf.max.  Xo,  sir;  he  was  not  there  at  all  when  the  tapes  were 
played. 

Senator  Inouyx.  "We  were  told  that  the  Secret  Sen'ice  had  exclusive 
custody  over  these  tapes  and  they  were  left  in  your  care. 

Mr.  Haldemax.  The  pai-tic\ilar  tapes  that  I  listened  to,  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ixotjte.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Senator  Montoya.  Jlr.  Chairman- 
Senator  Ervix.  Senator  ilontoya. 

Senator  Moxtoya.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  took  the 
September  15  tape  to  your  home  ? 

Mr.  Haldo: A  x.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Moxtoya.  How  long  did  you  keep  it  there  ? 

Mr.  HALDE3r.ix.  Overnight. 

Senator  Moxtoya.  "\Mio  was  present  when  you  played  this  tape? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  No  one. 

Senator  !Moxtoya.  "\Yho  was  present  when  you  played  the  Slarch  21 
tape? 

ilr.  Halceilvx.  Xo  one. 

Senator  Er\tx.  I  think  we  subpenaed  those  notes  of  youi-s.  Did  yon 
bring  them? 

Mr.  Haldejiax.  No,  sir;  my  notes  are  in  the  President's  files,  I  don't 
have  any  notes. 

Senator  Ermx.  Oh,  the  President  keeps  the  notes  and  he  keeps  the 
tapes.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Hau>emax.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ervix.  Anyway,  we  have  made  a  ruling  and  we  might  as 

well  proceed. 

I^fr.  H.\LDE>rAX  [continues  reading  Iiis  statement}.  I  will  proceed 

I    with  the  addendum  on  the  March  21  meeting.  I  was  present  for  the 

I    final  40  minutes  of  the  President's  meeting  with  Jolm  Dean  on  the 

morning  of  March  91.  T\Tiile  I  was  not  present  for  the  fii-st  hour  of 

the  meeting.  I  did  listen  to  the  tape  of  tlie  entire  meeting. 

Following  is  the  substance  of  tliat  meeting  to  tlio  best  of  my  recol- 
lection. 

Dean  rejjorted  some  facts  u-garding  the  planning  and  the  bi-eak-in 
of  the  DNC  and  said  again  thiMc  wore  no  White  House  pei-sonnel 
involved.  He  felt  Magruder-  was  fully  aware  of  the  operation,  but 
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he  was  not  sure  about  Mitchell.  He  said  that  Liddy  had  given  him  a 
full  rundown  right  after  Watergate  and  that  no  one  in  the  White 
House  was  involved.  He  said  that  his  only  concerns  regarding  the 
"\\'hite  House  were  in  relation  to  the  Colson  phone  call  to  ^lagruder, 
which  might  indicate  "White  House  pressure,  and  the  possibility  that 
Haldeman  got  some  of  the  "fruits  of  the  bugging  Aaa  Stnichan 
since  he  had  been  told  the  "fruits"  had  been  supplied  to  Strachan. 

He  outlined  his  role  in  the  January  planning  meetings  and  re- 
counted a  report  he  said  he  made  to  me  regarding  the  second  of  those 
meetings. 

Regarding  the  post-Jime  17  situation,  he  indicated  concern  about 
two  problems,  money  and  clemency.  He  said  that  Colson  had  said 
something  to  Hunt  about  clemency.  He  did  not  report  any  other 
offers  of  clemency  although  he  said  he  felt  the  defendants  expected 
it.  The  President  confirmed  that  he  could  not  offer  clemency  and 
Dean  agreed. 

Regarding  money,  Dean  said  he  and  Haldeman  were  involved. 
There  was  a  bad  appearance  which  could  be  developed  into  a  cir- 
cumstantial chain  of  evidence  regarding  obstruction  of  justice.  He 
said  that  KaLmbach  had  raised  money  for  the  defendants;  that  Halde- 
man had  OK'd  the  return  of  the  $350,000  to  the  committee;  and  that 
-  Dean,  had  handled  the  dealings  between  the  parties  in  doing  this.  He 
said  that  the  money  was  for  lawj-ers'  fees. 

He  also  reported  on  a  current  Hunt  blackmail  threat.  He  said 
Hunt  was  demanding  $120,000  or  else  we  would  tell  about  the  seamy 
things  he  had  done  for  Ehrlichman.  The  President  pursued  this  in 
considerable  detail,  obviously  trying  tn  smoke  out  what  was  really 
jroing  on.  He  led  Dean  on  regarcling  the  process  and  what  he  would 
recommend  doing.  He  asked  sucli  things  as — "Well,  this  the  thing 
you  would  recommend?  We  ought  to  do  this?  Is  tliat  right?"*  and  he 
asked:  ""Where  the  money  would  come  from?  How  it  would  be  deliv- 
'i-ed?"  and  ?o  on.  He  asked  how  much  money  would  be  involved  over 
;Uo  years  and  Dean  said  "probably  $1  million — but  the  problem  is  that 
ir  is  hard  to  raise."  The  President  said  "there  is  no  problem  in  rais- 
ing $1  million,  we  can  do  that,  but  it  would  be  wi-ong."  I  have  the 
olear  impression  that  he  was  trying  to  find  out  what  it  was  Dean  was 
raying  and  what  Dean  was  recommending.  He  was  trying  to  get  Dean's 
view  and  he  was  asking  him  leading  questions  in  order  to  do  that.  This 
is  the  method  the  President  often  used  when  he  was  moving  toward  a 
'letermination. 

Dean  also  mentioned  his  concern  about  other  acti\'ities  getting  out, 
-Itch  as  the  "Ellsberg"  break-in,  something  regarding  Brookings, 
t!ie  other  Hunt  activities  for  Colson  on  Chappaquiddick,  the  Segretti 
matter,  use  of  Kalmbach  funds,  et  cetera. 

^^^len  I  entered  the  meeting,  there  was  another  discussion  rcgnrd- 
:ii<r  the  Hunt  threat  .and  the  President  again  explored  in  considerable 
'I'pth  the  various  options  and  tried  to  draw  Dean  out  on  his  rccom- 
'I't'iidation. 

Tl>e  meeting  then  ttirned  to  the  question  of  how  to  deal  with  this 
-ii'iation  iind  the  President  mentioned  Ehrliohman's  roromnier.duion 
'!i:ii  everybody  should  go  to  tho  errand  jury.  Tlio  Ptesident  told  IVan 
'"  t-xplori!  all  of  this  with  Kaldeniiin,  Ehrlichnum,  and  Mitchell. 
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Tliere  was  no  discussion  ^7hile  I  was  in  the  room — nor  do  I  recall 
any  discussion  on  the  tape — on  the  question  of  clemency  in  the  con- 
text of  the  President  saying  that  he  had  discussed  this  with  Ehrlich- 
man  and  with  Colson.  The  only  mention  of  clemency  was  Dean's 
report  that  Colson  had  discussed  clemency  with  Hunt  and  the  Presi- 
dent's statement  that  he  could  not  offer  clemency  and  Dean's  agree- 
ment— plus  a  comment  that  Dean  thought  the  others  expected  it. 

Dean  mentioned  several  times  during  this  meeting  his  awareness 
that  he  was  telling  the  President  things  the  President  had  known 
nothing  about. 

I  have  to  surmise  that  there  is  a  genuine  confusion  in  ^Ir.  Dean's 
mind  as  to  what  happened  on  IMarch  13  versus  what  happened  on 
March  21,  because  some  of  what  he  describes  in  quite  vivid  detail  as 
happening  on  March  13  did,  in  fact,  happen  on  March  21.  The  point 
about  my  laughing  at  his  being  more  Imowledgeable  next  time,  and 
the  question  that  he  says  he  raised  on  March  13  regarding  the  $1 

L million  are  so  accurately  described,  up  to  a  point,  as  to  what  really 
happened  on  March  21  that  I  believe  he  is  confused  between  the  two 
liajes. 

Mr.  Dean's  recollection  that  the  President  had  told  him  on  !ilarch  13 
that  Ehrlichman  had  discussed  an  offer  of  clemency  to  Hunt  with  him, 
and  he  had  also  discussed  Himt's  clemency  with  Colson  is  at  total 
variance  with  everything  that  I  have  ever  heard  from  the  President, 
Ehrlichman,  or  Colson.  I  don't  recall  such  a  discussion  in  either  the 
March  13  or  the  March  21  meeting. 

Now,  to  the  question  of  impression.  iVIr.  Dean  drew  the  erroneous 
conclusion  that  the  President  was  fully  knowledgeable  of  the  coverup 
at  the  time  of  the  March  13  meeting  in  the  sense :  First  of  being  aware 
that  money  had  been  paid  for  silence,  and  that,  second,  the  money  de- 
mands could  reach  $1  million  and  that  the  President  said  that  was 
no  problem.  He  drew  his  conclusion  from  a  hypothetical  discussion 
of  tfuestion  since  the  President  told  me  later  that  he  had  no  intention 
to  do  anything  whatever  about  money  and  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
so-called  coverup. 

I  had  no  difficulty  accepting  the  President's  version  based  on  yeai-s 
of  very  close  association  with  President  Xixon  and  on  hundreds  of 
hours  of  meetings  with  him.  HaWng  observed  the  President  over  those- 
years  in  many  different  situations,  it  was  very  clear  to  me  on  jNIarch 
21  that  the  President  was  exploring  and  probing,  that  he  was  sur- 
prised, that  he  was  trying  to  find  out  what  in  the  world  was  goiiig  on. 
He  did  not  understand  how  this  all  fit  together  and  he  was  trying  to 
find  out.  I  was  pushing  hard  for  that  kind  of  information  from  Mr. 
Dean. 

The  President,  further,  was  concerned  about  how  this  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  and  he  was  interested  in  getting  views  from  Ehrlichman. 
Dean,  Haldemau,  and  Mitchell  because  he  felt  that  those  views  might 
be  enlightening  as  to  what  the  true  situation  was. 

For  that  reason  he  asked  tliat  the  meeting  be  held  with  tl\e  four  of 
us  in  the  immediate  future  and  such  a  meeting  was  scheduled  the  next 
day. 

Senator  Baker  [interrupting].  Mr.  Ilaldeman,  befoi-e  you  continue, 
is  that  the  end  of  your  addendum  ? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes,  it  is. 
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Senator  Baker.  I  see  Senator  Inoiiye  has  returned  now  and  I  am 
past  my  time,  and  if  I  may,  I  will  ask  one  more  question  before  I  yield 
to  him.  You  know  this  tape  situation  has  gotten  to  be  a  pretty  cele- 
brated affair. 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Yss,  sir ;  I  understand  that. 

Senator  Baker.  And  you  understand  that  I  made  the  motion  to  in- 
stitute litigation  to  test  the  privilege  of  the  President  to  withhold  that 
information  from  us,  and  that  I  feel  very  strongly  about  this  subject. 
As  I  have  indicated  earlier,  I  think  my  concern  in  that  respect  is 
heightened  by  your  testimony  and  your  reference  to  portions  of  that 
tape.  I  also  remarked,  parenthetically  to  Mr.  Wilson,  that  I  gazed  deep 
into  his  eyes  and  could  not  divine  quite  what  was  going  on  and  I  still 
annot  and  I  am  going  to  continue  to  tantalize  him  a  little  with  that. 
^^  at  I  want  to  point  out  to  you  isthat  one  statement  in  your  addendum 
seems  to  me  to  be  of  e.Ttraordinary  importance  and  I  want  to  test  the 
accuracy  of  your  recollection  and  the  quality  of  your  note-taking  from 
those  tapes,  and  I  am  referring  to  the  last,  next  to  the  last,  no,  the  third 
from  the  last  sentence  on  page  2.  which  reads,  "The  President  said 
there  is  no  problem  in  raising  $1  million.  We  can  do  that  but  it  would 
be  wrong." 

Now,  if  the  period  were  to  follow  after  "We  can  do  that,"  it  -would  be 
a  most  damning  statement.  If,  in  fact,  the  tapes  clearly  show  he  said 
"but  it  would  be  wrong,"  it  is  an  entirely  different  context.  Now,  how 
sure  are  you,  Mr.  Haldeman,  that  those  tapes,  in  fact  say  that? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  T  am  absolutely  positive  that  the  tapes 

Senator  Baker.  Did  vou  hear  it  with  yourown  voice? 

Mr.  HAiJ>E5rAX.  With  my  own  ears,  yes. 

Senator  Baker.  I  mean  with  vour  own  ears.  Was  there  any  distor- 
tion in  the  quality  of  the  tape  in  that  respect  ? 
_]VJj^  Haldeman*.  No :  I  do  not  believe  so. 

Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Haldeman.  my  final  question  as  a  follow-on 
to  tliat  is  do  you  have  anv  idea  whether  or  not  any  other  witnesses 
who  were  present  at  other  Presidential  conversations  that  relate  to  the 
mandate  of  this  committee  to  inquire,  might  also  be  entitled  to  hear 
those  tapes  as  they  relate  to  their  conversations  in  order  to  refresh 
their  recollection  ? 

Mr.  Haldema.v.  I  do  not  know.  Senator.  But  T — it  is  my  under- 
standing that  no  one  would.  In  the  first  place,  almost — I  do  not  think 
anybody  that  has  appeared  or  will  appear  before  this  committer  knew 
of  the  existence  of  the  tapes. 

Senator  Baker.  What  about  John  Dean  ?  He  knows  now, 

Mr.  Haldeman.  He  knows  now. 

Senator  Baker.  Do  tou  have  any  idea  that  Mr.  Dean  would  be  per- 
mitted to  go  to  the  White  House  and  listen  to  those  tapes? 

Mr.  Haldemav.  No.  sir,  it  is  my  nndei-standing  that  no  one  has  been 
nor  will  be. 

Senator  Bakf.r.  Is  the  rationale  for  your  utilization  of  them  that 
it  is  an  aid  to  the  refreshing  of  your  recollection  for  reporting  to  the 
President  as  a  former  staff  member? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Yes. 

Senator  Baker.  Would  not  that  precisely  exact  situation  apply  to 
John  Dean  ? 
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— ^  256   Mar  21   Oval 
D  in 

E  caught  mc  why  Gray  w/hldg  -  Instr  fm  us? 

we  sd  no  further  data  -  but  he  r-.ade  dec.  on  his  ow 
won't  review  anything  w/  us 
disc  of  Gray  strategy  -  re  FBI  files  -  Ervin  etc. 

any  further  word  on  Sullivan?   he's  going  to  be  over  to  see  me 
want  to  sec  what  he  has 

D   reason  for  this  AM  -  you  don't  know  what  I  know 
so  diff  to  make  judgmts 
overall  -  no  dbt  re  seriousness  -  cancer  close  to  Pdcy 
growing  daily,  compounds  itself  - 

being  blkmld,  people  wl  start  perjury  to  protect  others 
no  assurance  it  won't  bust 

267  Wtgtc 

std  w/  instr  to  mc  from  H  to  set  up  legit  intcll  op. 
I  turned  to  Caulficld  cause  not  fam.  w/  this 
told  him  come  up  w/  plan, 
consensus  was  Caulfield  not  man  to  do  this 
after  rejected  -  1  was  told  1701  -  came  up  w/  Liddy 
had  done  extremely  sens,  thgs  at  WH 

ie  Ellsbcrgs  Dr's  office  etc 
Krogh  sd  gd  man  +  gd  la^Tyer  000001 


so  Mag  sd  to  M  Iffl  is  pushing  us 

so  M  sd  go  ahead  -  not  knowing  plan 
had  lot  of  diff  targets 
28A   info  did  come  to  Str  &  to  H  -  no  doubt  about 
Str  knew  what  it  was  -  H  may  not  have 
D  -  "I've  never  pushed  them  on  this  cause  hurts 
to  give  extra  inch. 
H  even  gave  instr  to  chg  capab .  from  Musk  to  McG 
&  L  decided  to  bug  McG 
never  bugged  McG  - 
info  was  coming  over  here 

next  tine  I  aware  -  Jun  17  -  brkin. 
put  pieces  together 
ask'd  L  -  anyone  in  \m   -  L  sd  no 
how  happened  -  L  pushed  by  >!3g 

Mag  sd  Ull  not  happy  v;/  what  getting 
D  thks  it  was  Str  saying  H  not  '.ippy 
P  -  cant  see  why  doing  it 
I)  -   probing  info  re  Convs 

Mag  is  totally  knowlcd  g  bl   on  whole  thing 

don't  know  how  much  knolfilgc    M  had 
292  Mag  did  perjure  self 

they  ran  teat,  by  no  -  D  said  don't  know  - 

if  that's  yr.  stry  -  fine  000002 


J 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


(443) 


27.4     H.R.   BALDEMAS  NOTES  OF  MARCH  21,    197Z  CONVEFSATION 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

took  him  to  mL  M  -  M  liad  .sent  hLiii  to  Ull  for  Kr'i^.h 
tolil  T..  dcvol  plan  -  of  tor  hired  at  CRl" 
Mag  called  D  to  mtg  at  M'u  re  I.'s  plan 

I.  laid  out  mill  $  plan  -  incredible 

blackbag,  kidnap,  pro;-:tit,  bugging,  rugging 
M  sat  puffing  +  laughing  -  agrees  incrid 
2nd  mtg  -  D  in  at  tail  end  -  same  kind  of  stuff 
D  sd  these  arc  not  things  to  disc  in  off  of  AG 
(trying  to  get  M  off  hook) 
told  them  to  pack  up  £<  get  out  -  rcexam 
Mag  -  M  -  L  &  D 
came  back  &  told  H  -  growing  disaster  -  VJH  out 
H  agreed 

D  thot  t'd  off  -  last  he  heard  of  it 
had  digs  w/  L  after  -  never  tlkd  about  it. 

D  puts  pieces  together 

L  came  up  w/  another  plan  apparently 
didn't  get  it  approved 

so  L  &  Hunt  saw  Cols  -  Cols  tld  Hag  -  fish  or  cut  bait 
if  you  dont  use  them  I  will  -  apptly  Feb 
D  assumes  Cols  knew  what  tlkg  about 
probly  deny  £■  get  away  w/  it 
Cols  helped  to  get  it  off  dime 

P  -  thks  H  assiimcd  they  had  a  proper  op 

&  thru  Str  started  pushing  them  for  info  000003 

Mag  did  know  &  spec,  instrd  to  go  into  DNC 

294   I  honestly  bel  no  one  over  here  knew 
Bob  I  don't  blv  specifically  knew 
Str  did  know 
Bob  knew  there  was  a  capacity 

297   Post  Jun  17 

1  was  under  clr  instr  not  to  invest 
worked  on  theory  of  cntmnt 

totally  aware  FBI S  GJ  -  &  had  to 
Peterson's  a  soldier  -  kept  me  informed 
blvs  in  you  &  this  Admin 
made  sure  invest,  narrowed  -  nothing  improper 
ran  out  Co  fullest  extent 

P  -  why  didn't  call  H    -  D   -  no  reason  to  call  him 

Str  appeared  -  as  result  of  coaching  -  to  be  dumbest 

302     L  deal  w/  Kldst  at  Bng  Tree  CC 

they  std  making  dcmjnJs  -  attys  fees 

yr  asking  us  to  take  this  thru  elect 
so  arrginnts  made  thru  M  -  1  was  present 

, ,  they  liad  to  bo  taken  care  of  -  fees  done 

Kliiib  raised  caih  - 

some  to  Iluntt.  lawyer  -  his  v/iCe  was  tak  Lu;;  #  to  Cubn-.is     OOOOOA 
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306    liob    u;    iuv       li    II;      1    am      [1    is 
f>    ito    ob;;tr    of    juaLicc 

V   -    how   H    Inv 

D  -  ran  out  of  $  -  350  in  safe  -  polling 
~  so  they  came  here   -  I  went  to  H 
H  sd  what  for  -  I  told  liim 
decided  no  price  too  high  to  pay  to  blow  before  elect. 


now  wl  be  cont.  blkmail  by  Hunt  L.  McC 
Cols  had  tlkd  indir  to  Hunt  re  commutation 

don't  thk  Sen  can  find  this  -  all  cash 


311  the  blm  1  is  cont 

Hunt  called  Lawyer  O'B  at  CRP  Fri  -  lav/ycr  to  me 
H  d-.ndg  72  personal  50  atty  fees 

by  close  bus  ycst  -  affairs  in  order  -  sentence  Fri 
D  sd  you  came  to  ^vTong  man  -  I'm  not  inv.  in  $ 
don't  know  thing  about  it  -  cant  help  you 
O'B  grt  ball  player  -  safe  -  no  prob 
Hunt  made  dir  thrt  agst  E  -  blkmail 

I  wl  bring  E  to  his  knees  -  put  him  in  jail 

Ellsborg  &  other  things  -  I  don't  know  extent 


000005 


314  IVhere  arc  soft  pts  -  how  many  people  know? 

Cubans  were  same  H  &  L  used  in  Calif  brkin 

H  £.  L  fully  aware  it  was  right  out  of  Iffl 
P  -  Vfhy         -      D  -  I  don't  know 
Cpl  thgs  here  I've  gotten  wind  of 
one  time  2nd  story  job  on  Brookings 

was  told  E  instrd  it  -ckd,  he  said  turn  it  [unreadable] 
&  I  did  -  not  worth  it 

SJho  knows 

Cubans  lawyer  -  Rothblatt  -  no  good  SOB 

F  Lee  Bailey  -  came  in  to  cool  Rothblatt  down 
Bittman 

O'B  +  Park  -  they're  solid,  but  they  know 
all  principals  -  some  wives  -  Mrs  Hunt  whole  pic 

320   P.  pt  someone  did  raise  Hunt  corainutation 

that's  extent  of  knowledge 


soft  spots 

1  -  contg.  blkmail  -  not  just  now,  v;lien  in  prison  etc. 
5i  wl  compound  obstr  justice  &  cost  $ 

people  hero  aren't  pros  -  don't  know  how  to  do  this 
P  -  may  bo  we  can't 


D 


that's  right  -  plus  prob  raising  ? 
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328 


M  is  working  on  $ 
no  dcnyinj;  H  -  E  -  I  iiivlvcl  in  early  $  raisinj; 
P  -  bow  much  $        D  -  Mill  dollars  over  next  few  yrs. 
P  -  you  need  Che  money  wo  can  get  the  money 

wc  can  get  in  cash  -  I  know  where  can  be  gotten 
but  q  is  who  can  hdl  it  D   thats  right 

D  -  M  shld  be  chrgd  w/  that  &  gt  pros  to  help  him 
ho  has  LaR  getting  it     D  told  him  that's  av;ful 
tlkd  to  Pappas  P  -  I  know 

Pappas  agreed  to  help 

P  thkg  out  loud  here  -  wld  you  put  it  thru  Cuban  Cora 
D  -  n.. 
P  -  sonic  wl  be  cash     is  Cuban  an  obstr  just 

wld  that  give  it  a  cover? 
D  -  some  for  Cubans  &  Hunt   -  Then  have  L  -  McC  doesn't  want  $ 
McC's  not  a  bought  man  right  now 


growing  cancer   i  e 

1)  Krogh  perjured  before  GJ  -  haunted  by  it 
says  I  haven't  had  a  pleasant  day  on  my  job 
told  wife  cause  curtain  may  ring  down 
perjured  re  did  he  know  the  Cubans? 
sd  he  didn't 

2)  M  &  Mag  potential  perjurers 

3)  poss  of  any  individl  blowing 


000007 


L  strongest  of  all 


33A 


P  -  yr  major  one  to  control  is  Hunt  cause  knows  so  much 
D  -  right   he  eld  sink  Cols. 

thks  Cols  abandoned  him     -  no  $ 
P  -  looking  at  imm  prob  -  don't  you  have  to  hdl 

H's  finan  sit 
D  -  I  tlkd  M  re  that  last  nite 

P  -  got  to  keep  the  cap  on  the  bottle  that  much 
D  -  That's  right 

P  -  cither  that  or  let  it  all  blow  right  now 
D  -  that 's  the  q. 


JD 


Klmbaeh   -  at  Jan  69  had  $1,7  mill  to  keep 
in  boxes  ult  to  Calif,   knowledge  of  this 
spent  a  good  deal  since  69  -  hard  to  acct  for 

ic  500  th  for  priv.  polling   -  nothing  wrong 
sent  'lOO  th  to  South  for  another  cand  (Wallace) 
937      nicntnd  Tony  -  who  did  Chapp  study 
P  -  I  heard  about  that 
noLhLP.;_',  illegal  -  but  explosive 

doii't  know  anything  illegal  -  except  won't  blow  whist'tc 
ic  they'll  ask  him  re  Rrgretti 

where  get  cash  etc 
r  -  how  wld  you  hdl  Lh.U 
I)  -  diiesnt  bnrl>er  me  -  not  c  r  ir.i 

just  pnlLL   c-iiliari.'.ss  ill;.;  OJOOOH 
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oCliCi'    vuls    - 

-  runaway  CJ  in  NY  -  M  &  Stans 

wl  Cry  to  drive  E  into  chat 
Don  N  Jr  etc 
K  may  have  to  appear  at  that  CJ  -  no  priv. 

that's  the  overall  pic 

re  Seg  -  H  did  authorize  -  ck 

potential  felony  chg  v.  C 

has  to  disprove  his  control  of  Scg 
use  of  stats  re  interfere  w/  campaign 
P  -  not  too  concerned  -  prob  on  PR  side 
D  -  real  prob  is  growing  sit   -  support  for  Wgtc 
&  need  for  some  to  perjure 
if  this  ever  blows  &  we're  in  a  cover  up  sit 
extremely  damaging  to  you 
ic  if  starts  brkg  &  they  find  crim  cases  agst  H,  D,  M,  E 
P  -  coming  down  Co  that  fact  we  cannot  take  the  heat 

we  have  to  share  it  a  little 
D  -  thats  right      H  &  E  &  M  i  I  shld  sit  down 
spend  a  day  or  however  long  to  fig  out 
1  -  how  carve  this  away  from  you  so  does  not  dam  you 

or  Pdcy 
352  I  know  frm  our  convs  these  arc  thgs  you 

have  no  knowledge  of 


000009 


363 


P  -  trigger  man  was  Cols  on  this 

D  -  well  ho  was  just  in  the  chain 

P 

1  -  will  this  brk  someday-domino  sit 

H  accused  of  thgs  never  heard  of. 
P  wl  be  hurt  most 

D  -  I  am  not  confid  vc   can  ride  thru  this 
there  are  soft  spots 

everybody   looking  out  for  self  -  criminal 
we  were  able  to  hold  for  a  long  time 
my  facility  hampered  by  Gray  on  front  page 

P  -  supps  you  &  H  &  E  &  M  Put  out  full  disci. 
D  -  One  way  -  P  tell  AG  for  another  GJ 

avoid  crim  liab  for  many  &  rain  for  rest 
by  thkg  thru  immunity   -  ie  Mag 

but  some  have  to  go  to  jail  . 

P  -  who  -  lets  talk  about  that 

D  -  I  think  I  wld  for  one  -   P  -  oh  hell  no 

D  -  can  sec  people  ptg  finger 
P  -  you  were  doing  as  counsel     -  obstr  just 

could  cut  it  off  at  the  pai-s 
D  -  thk  w/  prop  coord,  w/  D.  Just 

Pete  only  one  1  know  bright  cnuf  to  advLr-c  us 
put  together  w/  max  sop  [unreadahlc]  4  riinlmal  dnra  to 

j  \\\\  i  V  Lduals 
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Imvc  r.ilLli  jii  liLni  — 
rc  olibtr  just 
D  -  I've  been  conduit  of  info  tkg  care  of  people 
who  were  guilty  of  crimes  ; 
the  blkniail 

r  -     suppose  you  got  the  money  &  way  to  hcile  it 
wld  seem  to  me  that  wld  be  worthwhile 
have  prob  Hunt  clemency 
D  -  right  (t   the  others  -  may  be  untenable 

not  sure  you  can  dcliv  on  clem 
P  -  not  before  76  elect  for  sure 
D  -  may  further  involve  you 
P  -  &  its  wrong 
D  -  there 've  been  some  bad  judgrats  made 

&  some  nee.  judgmts  nade  before  elect 
can't  burden  2nd  Admin  w/  something  that  won't  go  away 
has  to  bo.  .  . 
who  else  potential  crim. 
D  -  E,  conspir  to  burg  Ellsberg 

picture  was  in  files  -  not  buried 
why  phone  at  WH  in  secy's  name 

don't  have  a  plan  -  but  shld  thk  in  terms, 

how  to  cut  losses,  not  further  compound 

P  -  but  at  moment  don't  you  agree  better  take  the 
Hunt  thing 

000011 


E  &  ,H  have  mot  w/  D  -  never  w/  M 

H  has  potential  crim  liab  frankly 

indicted  -  maybe  never  convicted 

P  -  if  they're  going  to  be  indicted  -  better  to  tough  it  thru 
cut  our  losses  -  but  if  it  blows  wl  never  recover 

so  fight  it  out  -  no  one  testify 
realize  wknoss  re  blkmail 


D  -  get  you  up  &  out  &  away  from  it 

or  hunker  down  &  fight  at  every  turn 

&  hope  we  can  do  it.   &  take  the  lioat 

P  -  still  consid  -  bcf  Cab  &  Idrs  etc. 
re  my  invest  - 
D  -  if  we  go  that  route  1  can  give  a  show 

P  -  most  diff  prob  are  the  guys  going  to  jail 
&  clemency  -  how  long  wl  they  sit. 

V   -  have  rT!t<>  fast  -  toilay  -  tomorrow 
D  -  H  f,  V.   don't  want  to  tlk  to  M 

II  agrees  you  shld  have  facts; 
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1134 


in  somcwlicco 

D  -  Ciin  cli;;  tlicm  u/  blkinlj',  us 

P  -  I  tlkd  w/  K  -  so  he  can  get  away  from  this 
he  rcco  intg  at  earliest  time 
pushes  for  mtg  HEM 

don't  want  Moore  there, 
decide  -  then  let  me  know 
tell  them  exactly  what  you  told  me 
re  obstr  etc 
then  see  what  the  lino  is 

stonewall  &  take  heat? 
analyze  vul.  pts.   Hunt 

Hunt  blow  whistle 

P  -  pt  is  all  the  secys  etc  know 

D  tells  H  for  first  time  re  Cols  -  Mag  plionecall 

P  -  Hunt  prob  is  serious  cause  of  Ellsbcrg 
D  -  put  on  nat'l  sec  basis 
but  why  not  CIA  or  FBI 

H  -  cause  we  were  ckg  them 
D  -  can  probly  get  by  on  that 

solves  Krogh  prob  -  was  treason 

P  ir.ust  have  talk  w/  M 


000013 


P  either  decide  so  many  crim  probs  -  not  pub- 

for  \m   staff 
H  -  q  where  cut  o2i   pt  is  -  poss  of  L  -  where  ar  now 
rcq's  continued  perjury  by  Mag 
P  -  &  req's  total  control  over  all  dcfdts 
D  -  Hunts  playing  hard  ball  -w/  re  E  etc. 
H  -  what  w/?  $   (obviously  first  I  knew) 
418   P  -  120  th  -  easy  to  get  -  not  easy  to  deliver 

Try  to  cut  losses  -  won't  work  -  in  end  bleed  to  death  &  look  like  coverup. 
have  to  look  at  what  they  are 

avoid  crim  liab.   -  Bob,  C,  Str  &  H 
H  -  &  Mag  if  you  can 
P  -  D  says  if  Mag  goes  doi^i  pulls  all  w/  him 
another  way  - 

cont.  to  try  to  fight  it 
req.  1  mill  dollars  to  take  care  of  dcfs 
that  can  bo  arrgd . 
but  they'd  crack  after  we're  gone 

best  people  won't  care  that  much 
we  can't  del.  on  clemency  -  Cols  promises 

1176   D  -  Hunt  tlkg  out  by  Xmas       H  -  this  year? 

says  that's  his  commtmt  from  Cols.      H  -  I'd  blv  it. 
—  l\2/  Kldst  has  contiol  of  parole  bd  i  says  we  can  del. 
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disc  'd    [larcilc 

r 

U   -   our   grtst   jeopardy    is    to    pay    ttic   bll-tinil 
430  P   -   wo   con  get   the    $   -   no   prob   w/    that 

but   can't    provide    the   clemency 
money   can  bo   provided    -  M   can   provide   way    to   deliver 
H   -   don't   sec  any  way   UIH   or   anyone    in  Ifli   involved    in 
trying    to   give   up   inoney 
D   -  we're   already   deeply   enuf    in    that      That's    the   prob 

00001^. 

D  -  when  they  ran  out  of  Kmbach  money  cause  after  the  350  that  w/  [unreadable] 
&  1  had  to  explain  what  it  was  for 
H  -  that  was  sent  to  LaR  where  blgd  -  in  pieces 

&  balance  was  all  rct'd  to  LaRuc  -  but  no  rccpt. 
we  cldn't  cont.  piecemeal  giving  -  wld  tell  H  -  he'd  get  Str  to  go     / 

up  to  safe  y 

D  -  every  time  asked  had  to  get  Str  to  safe 
&  take  to  LaR  a  forever  operation 

H  -  this  was  loans  to  be  replenished 

D  -  they'll  have  hell  of  a  time  proving  it. 

P  -  back  to  money  -  the  mill  $  ways  to  get  it  & 

hard  place  your  view  is  -  hell  w/  [unreadable]  say  to  then  it's  all  off 
that's  the  way  to  do  it  isn't  it? 

H  -  only  way  can  live  w/  -  cause  down  years 
had  to  got  thru  Nov  7  -  no  q . 
D  -  these  fellows  eld  have  sold  out  to  Dcms . 
P  -  so  let  it  go  -  they  blow  whistle  -  the  clean  way 

i'!  that  really  yr  rec? 
D  -  no  -  not  necessarily  the  cleanest  way 

is  there  way  to  get  our  story  before  CJ  -  they  mv  VrtI 
haven't  thot  that  thru 

000015 

1226   P  -  3  has  raised  Dt  of  GJ  -  don't  know  hoa  you  do  it 
have  '."H  called  before  it 
eives  reason  not  to  go  to  Conn  - 

puts  it  in  exec  session,  rules  of  evid. 
disc  re  GJ  procedure  &  what  can  do 
Hill  much  worse  to  deal  w,' 
what  do  to  Ervin  Goran  -  etc 
a.  of  spec,  prosec . 
D  -  wU'  like  to  have  Pete  on  our  side  advising  us 

D  -  US  Attv  wl  pull  all  dcfdts  back  f.  immunii-.e  then 
C  v/on't  do  any  good  -  thev'll  St oni'wall 

ex.  Hunt  -  that's  Hunts  ppi'C^'- 
P  -  tliat's  wliy  for  Lr.-u'd   thins',  vlmi'vo  got  no  ol'.oico  w'  !i  w/  th.-  120 
is  that  rii'lit 
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I)   -   That's    riyht 

wld  you  aprcu  tliat 
P  -  if  that  ul  buy  time  -  better  damn  well  gtt  that  done 
n  -  I  thic  he  ouRht  to  be  given  sorpe  sif;.  anyway 
V   -    for  C's  sake  get  it  in  a  way  that  - 

whose  going  to  talk  to  him  -  Colson  -  he's  the  one 
D  -  well  Cols  doesn't  have  any  money  -  that's  the  thing 

one  of  real  probs  -  they  hav-'n't  been  able  to  raise  $ 
nill  in  cash  is  very  diff  orob 
as  we've  disc  before 
M  has  tlk'd  to  Pappas  I  called  him  last  - 

John  asked  me  to  call  him  last  nite  after  our  disc. 
&  after  you'd  met  w/  John  to  see  where  that  was 

000016 


2. 


127A 


&  X  said  have  you  tlkd  w/  Pappas  - 
all  in  code  cause  MM  on  phone 
did  you  tlk  to  the  Greek  -  M  Yes  T  have 
is  the  Greek  bearing  gifts  -  M  well  I  want  to  call 
you  tomorrov;  on  that 
P  -  well  look  what  is  it  you  need  on  that 
D  -  it  sounds  easy  -  but  that's  our  brkdwn 
P  -  well  if  you  had  it  -  how  wld  you  get  it  to  somebody 
D  -  La  R  Ivs  it  in  mail  boxes  -  someone  phones  Hunt 

we're  a  bunch  of  amateurs  in  that  bus. 
H  -  that  was  the  thing  we  thot  M  ought  to  be  able  to 
find  somebody  to  do  that  sort  of  thing 
none  of  us  know  how  to 
D  -  have  to  wash  -  to  Vegas  -  NYC 
Irnd  all  this  after  fact 
get  shape  for  next  tine  around 

H  -  what  about  the  money  we  moved  back  frm  here 

D  -  they  may  have  some 

H   Kalmbach  must  have  some 

D   Kalm  doesn't  have  a  cent 

H   the  350  was  all  we  saved 

v;e '  re  so  sauare  we  get  caugh 
P  -  suggest  this  - 

the  GJ  thing  has  appeal  -  at  least  we're  coop. 
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D  -  once  we  start  there's  no  control 

did  amazing  job  keening  on  track  before 
I  knew  where  thev  were  going 
P  ■■  what  happens  at  GJ 
n  -  depend.;  r:i  •..h.it  Maj;  savs  -  chgs  h.is  stry 
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li   -    tliat-'.-i    the   b'.'bt    leverai;;;   on   .Inl> 

unless  t'n?v  r.ivf?  hin  irnunicv 

then  bav2  intstt'  orob. 
D  -  ve  have  control  of  who  thev  innanize 
I"  -  thk^  how  P  looks  -  ve'd  he  cooo";rat  in;; 
that's  where  shld  be  done  -  GJ 
then  exec  priv  before  Conn 
H  -   do  we  neree  to  rls  CJ  transcriots 
D  -    that's  not  uo  to  us  -  up  to  Court 
disc,  of  GJ  route 
H  -    to  our  interest  to  get  it  out 


P  -  other  poss 

1  -  hell  v;/  it  -  can't  raise  $  -  Hunt  blov:  '■•histle 
raises  probs  -  get  Ma^  -  poss  Cols.  -•  H. 
D  ~  starts  whole  FBI  a^ain 
r.ip.bt  oet  E  - 

D  -  Kro^h  ^o  do'./p.  in  sp.oV.e 

"at  Sec  won't  sell  in  crin  sit. 
P  -  we  have  no  choice  on  Hunt  ~  eventuallv  wl  blow 


COOOIS 


4. 


D  -  see  hovj  we  can  lav  cut  everything  we  know  to  GJ 
so  if  Hunt  blows  -  we've  alreadv  told  it 
not  incl  S  deal  -  cause  Hunt  po  to  jail  for  that 
P  -  don't  go  into  ^!atl  Sec  area 

P  ■-  other  thing  ■■  have  GJ  i  Con 

GJ  apj^eals  -  cause  ?  nakes  the  nove 
r      that's  the  place  to  do  it. 
can't  risk  M  going 
third  is  just  bunker  do'm  i  fight  it 

D  -  that's  a  high  ris'/, 
D  something  wl  brk 

P  wl  loo'cC  li'tce  P.  is  covering  uv> 

D-  have  to  look  at  other  alts 

P-  middle  grd  of  GJ  6.  finally  — 
or  pub  Stat  v/o  GJ 
disc . 
have  to  tnove  fast  if  sentence  on  "'ri. 

D-  AC  eld  call  Sirica  S.  ask  riela>-  sent  two  wks 
t'ldst  !ias  good  ramort  i.'/  Sirica 


Or.Of  1^' 
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D  -  the  person  I  fcyl  ue  eld  use  Is  Tete 

av;k«ard  -  but  rpnove  bin  -  to  dis.  w/  bin 
spec .  assn ' C  here 
advise  what  is  obstr  -  etc. 
P  -  how  wld  you  get  him  out 
D  -  appeal  dir  to  Pete 
P  -   P  call  in  as  spec,  couns  to  V/H , 
rather  than  U? 
D  eld  rec.  that  to  P. 

(n  didn't  seen  to  kno:i   Pete  planning  to  Iv) 
Flw  see  if  Kids  6.  can  put  off 
2  -  get  M  dovm  tomorrow  •-  disc,  this 
H   why  not  tonight 
P  -  I'll  mt  w/  grp  -  or  D  report  to  me  at  end 
I  shld  stay  away  from  M  side  of  this 

-  good  to  consid  these  options 
when  have  right  plan 

no  doubt  you  were  right  before  election 
need  new  plan  now 
H  -  have  to  turn  off  erosion  -  cones  to  P. 
at  any  cost 
1365         disc. 
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38.     On  or  about  August  9,  1973  Cox  net  with  Richardson  and  requested 
a  file  of  documents  concerning  campaign  contributions  by  milk  producers 
then  In  the  possession  of  lawyers  In  the  Civil  Division  of  the  Department 
of  Justice.   Richardson  called  Buzhardt  and  told  him  that  he  wanted  to 
turn  the  milk  producers  file  over  to  Cox.  Buzhardt  later  called 
Richardson  and  told  him  not  to  give  the  file  to  Cox. 
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Another  example  of  our  inability  to  get  papei-s  has  to  do  with  tlie 
so-called  milk  producers  file.  Back,  I  am  afraid  I  can't  tell  you  tiip 
date,  but  back  several  months  ago  I  was  with  the  Attorney  General 
one  day  and  I  said:  Look,  the  file  of  papers  on  the  milk  producers  is 
in  the  possession  of  the  lawyers  of  the  Civil  Division,  and  I  have  been 
trying  to  get  it  fiom  the  Piesident's  counsel.  If  the  Civil  Division  can 
see  it,  I  don't  see  why  I  can't  see  it. 

And  the  Attorney  General  said:  Well,  I  agiee  with  you,  I  don't  see 
why  you  can't  see  it.  I  will  tell  them  to  turn  it  over  to  you. 

He  stopped  and  said:  I'd  better  tell  the  President's  counsel  that 
I'm  doing  this  before  I  do  it,  and  when  he  did  tell  him  he  was  forbidden 
to  turn  it  over. 

much  for  that  group  of  things, 
here  are,  of  course,  and  I  need  only  mention  them,  to  make  the 
list  complete,  tapes  and  memoranda  relating  to  conversations  with 
the  President.  I  have  already  mentioned  the  subject  of  delay,  an<l  I 
have  referred  in  general  terms  to  taking  papers  from  one  set  of  files 
and  putting  them  among  Presidential  papers.  An  individual  came  to 
the  office  who,  well,  he  was  a  member  of  the  White  House  staff,  and 
while  I  don't  think  I  should  identify  him,  I  think  it  is  worthwhile 
reading  a  summarv  of  part  of  the  inter\new:  X  also  e.xplained  tliat 
immediately  after  V  testified  before  the  Senate  Watergate  Committee, 
Y  indicated  to  X  that  the  Senate  was  going  to  subpoena  X  and  Y's 
political  files.  X  consulted  with  Mr.  Buzhardt  who  determined  that 
to  avoid  the  subpoena  problem  all  of  Y's  political  files  should  be 
deposited  in  the  President's  files.  That  day  A  combed  Ids  files  and 
deposited  the  relevant  material  in  the  President's  files. 

I  am  rehnng  on  hearsay,  but  I  understand  that  we  had  that  ex- 
perience in  tr^-ing  to  get  Hunt's  pass  to  the  White  House,  although 
we  finally  did"  ^et  it,  I  must  empliasize,  and  you  heard  me  refer  to 
papers  of  Egil  Krogh  which  had  been  taken  out  of  his  files  and  put 
into  the  President's  files. 

I  want  to  sa}-  one  thing  more  on  the  subject  of  obtaining  papers: 
I  do  think  that  it  is  only  fair  to  note  that  during  this  period  we  were 
engaged  in  litigation  over  the  extent  of  Presidential  privilege,  and 
litigation  had  been  going  on  since  sometime  in  July.  I  did  not  pre<s 
requests  that  I  might  otherwise  have  pressed  becau.se  it  seemed  to  me 
that  we  ought  to  get  the  test  case  out  of  the  way  first.  I  did  not  attempt 
to  go  public  on  it  because  it  seemed  to  me  that  the  answer  would  be: 
Well,  you  don't  really  expect  us  to  comply  with  all  this  while  wc  are 
finding  out  the  extent  of  Presidential  pnnlege. 

Now  that  that  question  has  been  adjudicated  I  would  expect  that 
the  ofiBce  would  have  a  very  large  number  of  requests  and  would 
take  out  ft  very  large  number  of  subpenas  because  there  are  many 
papers  which  ought  to  be  obtained  and  scrutinized.  Again,  I  want  to 
emphasize  that  wantino;  to  see  a  paper  does  not  mean  that  it  contains 
something  evil  or  inculpatory.  Maj'be  just  the  reverse.  It  is  just  as 
important  if  it  is  the  reverse. 

I  have  indicated — I'm  sorry  to  be  so  longwinded,  but  I  will  try  to 
hurry  on  here — I  have  indicated  that  I  thought  that  a  statutory 
office  of  Special  Prosecutor  should  be  created.  I  would  emphasize 
that  he  should  have  independent  powers.  It  seems  to  me  imperative 
that  his  jurisdiction  be  at  least  as  broad  as  the  jiuisdiction  that  wa< 
given  to  me.  I  noted,  I  think  I  quote  it  correctly,  that  in  the  press 
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The  Chairman.  Senator  Tunney. 

Senator  Tunney.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chauman. 

Mr.  Richardson,  I  would  like  to  join  with  those  colleagues  on  this 
committee  who  have  complimented  you  on  the  job  you  did  as  Attorney 
General. 

I  personally  think  that  you  were  one  of  the  really  outstanding 
Attorney  Generals  that  thiis  country  has  had  and  I  personally  am 
deeply  disappointed  that  you  are  not  going  to  be  in  the  office  for  the 
next  3  years  so  that  we  could  have  the  benefit  of  your  intelligence  tuid 
wisdom. 

Mr.  RiCHABDSON.  Thank  you  very  much,  Senator  Tunne^y. 

Senator  Tunnet.  And  it  is  said  from  the  heart.  Yours  13  really  a 
very  fine  example  of  the  kind  of  job  that  can  be  done  by  a  person  in 
very  difficult  circumstances  when  that  individual  has  the  integrity 
that  you  have. 

I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  few  questions  that  relate  to  testimony  by 
\Ir.  Cox  and  some  of  the  things  you  said  today. 

In  his  testimony  to  our  committee,  Mr.  Cox  refers  to  your  role  in 
helping  him  to  secure  documents  in  the  milk  case  in  the  Civil  Division. 
I  just  quote: 

Back,  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  tell  you  the  date,  but  back  several  months  ago  I 
was  with  the  Attorney  General  one  day  and  I  Baid:  Look,  the  file  of  papers  on  the 
milk  producers  ia  in  possession  of  the  lawyers  of  the  Civil  Division,  and  I  have 
been  trying  to  get  it  from  the  President's  counsel.  If  the  Civil  Division  can  see  it, 
I  do  not  see  wny  I  cannot  see  it.  And  the  Attorney  General  said:  Well,  I  agree 
with  you,  I  don't  see  why  you  can't  see  it.  I  will  tell  them  to  turn  it  over  to  you. 
He  stopped  and  said:  I'd  better  tell  the  President's  counsel  that  I  am  doing  this 
before  I  do  it,  and  when  he  did  tell  him  he  was  forbidden  to  turn  it  over. 

That  is  in  the  first  day  of  this  hearing,  October  29.  Do  you  have 
that  transcript? 

Mr.  Richardson.  Yes,  I  do. 

Senator  Tunnet.  Starting  with  the  paragraph,  "Another  example 
of  our  inability  to  get  papers  having  to  do  with  the  so-called  inillf 
producers  file." 

Mr.  Richardson.  Yes;  I  have  it. 

Senator  Tunney.  I  just  was  wondering  why  you  were  forbidden 
to  turn  over  those  papers  to  Mr.  Cox? 

Mr.  Richardson.  They  were  in  this  instance  so-called  Presidential 
documents.  We  were  engaged  in  civil  litigation  involving  the  same 
case  and  a  careful  classification  had  been  made  of  the  papers  and 
these  fell  within  what  I  think  would  cleraly  be  regarded  as  the  category 
of  Presidential  papers,  and  so  the  question  then  was  whether  or  not  I 
had  in  effect  the  authority  to  make  them  available  in  the  circum- 
stances— it  seemed  to  me  something  that  I  ought  at  least  to  raise. 

I  thought  it  ought  to  be  done,  and  I  did  continue  to  urge  that  it 
be  done  and  I  included  among  the  papers  that  were  furnished  to  you 
this  morning  a  memorandum  dated  August  13,  from  me  to  Mr. 
Buzhardt,  in  which  I  restated  the  reasons  why  I  thought  this  should 
be  done. 

The  key  point  was  that  "The  papers  are  in  the  possession  of  this 
Department" — I  am  reading  from  the  memorandum — 

And  have  been  reviewed  by  attorneys  In  the  Civil  Division  as  well  aa  in  my 
immediate  ofiBce.  Cox  is  an  employee  of  this  Department  whose  authority  derives 
solely  from  delegation  by  me.  I  can  find  no  plausible  basis  for  denying  him  access 
to  papers  which  are  available  to  other  personnel  of  this  Department. 
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Senator  Tcnney.  The  fact  that  they  were  with  the  Civil  Division 
did  not  in  any  way  destroy  the  defense  that  they  were  privileged 
documents,  Presidential  documents? 

Mr.  Richardson.  Well,  I  think  if  I  understand  you,  the  situation 
is  the  converse.  The  fact  that  they  were  in  the  hands  of  the  Civil 
Division  was  in  itself,  it  seems  to  me,  a  reason  why  they  should  be 
equally  avaiilable  to  the  Special  Prosecutor. 

Senator  Tunnet.  Right. 

Mr.  Richardson.  There  was  no — I  never  got  a  response  ultimately 

to  this  letter  of  August  13.  It  was  a  matter  of  finding  in  Mr.  Buzhardt's 

I    time  appropriate  opportunity  for  me  to  take  it  up  directly  with  the 

I    President  and,  because  of  the  Agnew  situation  primarily,  the  oppor- 

Ltuaity  just  did  not  come.  But  it  was  in  a  sense  imfinished  busmess. 

But  I  think  this  is  one  of  the  things  which  this  hiatus,  whatever 
you  call  it,  now  seems  to  me  to  create — an  opportunity  to  get  settled 
definitions  along  with  access  to  other  documents  as  well. 

Senator  Tunney.  Mr.  Richardson,  with  respect  to  the  comments 
that  Mr.  Bork  has  made  on  the  constitutionality  of  legislation  that 
is  before  this  committee,  particularly  that  legislation  which  would 
have  the  courts  as  the  appomting  authority  of  the  Special  Prosecutor, 
I  wonder  if,  in  view  of  the  comments  that  you  have  made  on  the 
restrictions  that  necessarily  ought  to  be  imposed  on  removal  of  any 
Special  Prosecutor,  assuming  that  he  is  appointed  by  the  President, 
if  restrictions  can  be  placed  on  such  a  Special  Prosecutor's  removal 
without  ninning  into  serious  constitutional  questions? 

As  I  imderstand  the  Myers  case,  the  power  to  appoint  also  contains 
within  it  necessarily  the  power  to  remove.  How  could  the  Congress 
put  any  restriction  on  the  power  of  the  President  to  remove  an  ofecial 
that  the  President  has  appointed  ^v•ithout  running  into  those  consti- 
tutional difficulties? 

Mr.  Richardson.  Well,  I  would  rely  essentially  on  the  authority 
of  the  case  of  Humphrey's  Executor,  which  deals  wth  the  appointment 
of  an  FTC  Commissioner,  for  the  proposition  that  there  can  be  qual- 
ifications under  the  power  of  removal  where  there  is  a  sufficiently 
■^strong  basis  for  this.  The  grounds  would  be  distinguishable,  of  course, 
and  in  the  Humphrey's  case,  the  point  was  that  a  regulatory  commis- 
sion member  is  exercising  quasi-legislative  and  quasi-judicial  as  dis- 
tinguished from  executive  functions. 

But  I  would  argue  by  analojiy  that  where  a  Special  Prosecutor  is 
created  in  order  to  exercise  independent  authority  to  investigate  ac- 
tions of  the  executive  branch,  including  those  of  the  President  himself, 
that  it  is  then  appropriate  for  the  Congress  to  attach  some  restrictions 
to  his  removal  and  that  this  is  simply  a  practical  result  that  the  Con- 
stitution is  flexible  enough  to  accommodate. 

In  any  event,  the  questions  of  the  constitutionality  of  the  removal 
provision  would  not  affect  the  constitutionality  of  the  actions  of  the 
individual.  So  any  doubt  on  this  constitutional  issue  does  not  create 
the  same  problems  that  doubts  of  the  constitutionality  of  an  appoint- 
ment by  the  court  would  create. 

So  besides  that,  if  you  put  into  the  statute  some  restrictions  on  the 
power  of  removal,  and  they  are  not  observed,,  then  you  would  have,  if 
not  a  legal  issue  affecting  the  tenure  of  the  Special  Prosecutor,  you 
would  have  a  very  important  public  issue  by  which  to  judge  the  ac- 
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include  the  obvious  requirement  that  the  Special  Consultant  be  a  man  trusted 
both  by  Cox  and  the  White  House.  I  thought  it  also  inappropriate  to  include  in 
this  document  the  suggestion  that  Cox  set  up  a  special  unit  to  deal  with  matters 
such  as  the  "plumbers",  which  are  likely  to  involve  security  interests.  We  can 
discuss  that  with  him  separately. 

I  have  broached  the  idea  of  a  Special  Consultant  who  would  deal  with  both 
Cox  and  the  White  House  to  Fred  Buzhardt.  He  expressed  interest  in  the  idea 
and  in  the  specific  name  mentioned.  He  is  going  to  mull  the  suggestion  over  and 
call  me  back. 

The  last  paragraph  of  the  document  incorporates  what  I  take  to  be  your  sug- 
gestion. It  seems  to  me  quite  useful  to  incorporate  it  in  a  paper  of  this  sort. 

ROBBRT  H.  BORK, 

Solicitor  General. 

The  Special  Prosecutor's  authority  covers: 

(1)  The  Watergate  break-in; 

( 2)  Offenses  arising  out  of  the  1973  Presidential  election  for  which  the  Special 
Prosecutor  deems  it  necessary  and  appropriate  to  assume  responsibility; 

(3)  The  "Plumbers'  operations,"  if  they  constitute  the  commission  of  criminal 
offenses.  In  judging  lack  of  criminality,  three  criteria  will  be  employed: 

(a)  "The  regularity  or  established  nature  of  the  procedures  employed; 

(b)  The  absence  of  physical  trespass;  and 

(c)  The  plausibility  of  the  belief  at  the  time  that  national  security  was 
involved. 

The  listed  criteria  need  not  all  be  present  to  indicate  probable  lack  of  crimi- 
nality. A  strong  showing  under  (c),  for  example,  would  diminish  or,  possibly, 
eliminate  the  importance  of  (a)  and  (b). 

"Plumbers'  operations"  refers  to  the  cluster  of  events,  in  addition  to  (1)  and  (2), 
above,  that  led  to  the  appointment  of  the  Special  Prosecutor,  including  events  not 
then  known  but  involving  the  same  personnel  and  not  remote  in  time. 

(4)  Any  matters  the  Special  Prosecutor  consents  to  have  assigned  to  him  by  the 
Attorney  General. 

The  problem  of  national  security  may  arise  in  an  investigation  conducted  under 
any  one  of  these  heads  of  authority.  Since  it  is  impossible  to  define  cases  of  legiti- 
mate national  security  concern  in  advance,  the  Special  Prosecutor  may  seek  the 
advice  of  a  special  consultant  on  national  security  affairs  concerning  matters  under 
investigation  or  about  to  be  presented  to  a  grand  jury  so  that  the  special  consultant 
may  inform  him  whether  national  security  interests  are  involved.  The  special 
consultant  will  be  employed  by  the  Department  of  Justice. 

In  the  coiiTse  of  his  investigations,  the  Special  Prosecutor  may  discover  adminis- 
trative irregularities  or  misconduct  not  amounting  to  criminal  behavior.  Though 
such  matters  are  not  within  the  scope  of  his  authority,  nothing  in  this  memorandum 
is  intended  to  suggest  that  it  is  the  Special  Prosecutor's  duty  to  overlook  such 
irregularities  or  misconduct.  To  the  contrary,  he  may  refer  any  such  matter  to  the 
appropriate  agency  of  the  Department  of  Justice  or  include  it  in  any  report  he 
may  wish  to  make  either  in  the  course  of  or  at  the  conclusion  of  his  duties 
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August  13,  1973 

memorandum 


To:  J.  Fred  Buzhardt,  Special  Counsel  to  the  President. 
From:  EUiot  L.  Richardson,  Attorney  General. 
Subject:  Milk  Case  Papers. 

J.  T.  Smith  relayed  to  me  on  Thursday  of  last  week  word  that  the  President 
does  not  wish  me  to  turn  over  to  Cox  the  papers  in  the  milk  case  which  are  now 
the  subject  of  disclosure  proceedings  in  Nader  v.  Bulz.  I  respectfully  disagree 
with  this  conclusion  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  The  papers  are  in  the  possession  of  this  Department  and  have  been  reviewed 
by  attorneys  in  the  Civil  Division  as  well  as  in  my  immediate  office.  Cox  is  an 
employee  of  this  Department  whose  authority  derives  solely  from  delegation  by 
me.  I  can  find  no  plausible  basis  for  denying  him  access  to  papers  which  are  avilable 
to  other  personnel  of  this  Department. 

2.  Since  the  papers  afford  scant  support,  if  any,  for  Nader's  side  in  the  civil 
suit,  they  should  help  to  rebut  any  aUcgtition  of  criminal  misconduct. 
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3.  Given  other  situations — e.g.,  the  tapes — in  which  much  more  substantial 
interests  are  at  stalce,  it  seems  to  me  undesirable  to  take  a  hard  line  in  a  case 
where  cooperation  won't  hurt. 

I  would  be  glad  to  speak  to  the  President  directly  on  this  master,  but  I  would  be 
quite  willing  for  you  to  do  so  on  my  behalf  if  that  seems  preferable. 


u 


ELR,  August  21,  1973 — Copy  hand  delivered  to  Buzhardt. 


Watehoate  Special  Prosecution  Force, 

U.S.  Department  of  Justice, 
Waahinglon,  D.C.,  August  13,  1973. 
Hon.  Eluot  L.  Richardson, 
U.S.  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Elliot:  As  you  know,  my  Office  has  been  investigating  the  possible 
relationship  between  the  very  large  contributions  made  by  tne  Aiilk  Producers 
Association  and  the  Governmental  decision  to  grant  an  increase  in  milk  prices 
greater  than  previously  planned.  The  Civil  Division  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
has  possession  of  files  from  the  \Mute  House  which  may  contain  information 
pertinent  to  the  question. 

I  am  writing  to  request  access  to  those  files.  You  and  I  have  spoken  of  my  wish 
to  see  them  earlier,  but  it  seems  important  to  put  the  request  in  writing. 

If  the  files  are  not  so  confidential  ns  to  require  denying  access  to  members  of 
the  Ci\'il  Division  in  defending  litigation,  then  they  can  hardly  be  so  confidential 
as  to  warrant  denying  access  to  attorneys  in  this  Office  investigating  the  truth 
or  falsity  of  charges  of  wrongdoing.  It  was  my  understanding  when  I  accepted 
my  present  position  that  I  would  be  given  access  to  pertinent  papers  in  the 
Executive  Branch.  We  agreed  that  there  might  be  claims  of  executive  privilege 
but  those  seem  hardly  apphcable  at  the  present  moment.  At  the  moment,  I  am 
requesting  access  only  for  myself  and  properly  authorized  members  of  my  stafif. 
There  is  no  question,  at  this  point,  even  of  putting  the  files  Ijefore  a  grand  jury. 

For  these  reasons,  I  think  we  are  clearly  entitled  to  see  the  file,  and  I  hope 
that  it  may  be  made  available  without  the  incongruity  of  having  to  seek  a 
subpoena. 

Sincerely, 

Archibald  Cox,  Special  Prosecutor. 


Tab  B 

July  10,  1973. 
Handling  of  Pending  Matters 

1.  Constitutional  issues — DOJ  (Office  of  Legal  Counsel). 

2.  Civil  Actions — DOJ. 

Nader  v.  Butz — Civil  Division. 

Halperin  v.  Kissinger — Internal  Security  Section. 

Ellsberg  v.  Mitchell — Internal  Security  Section. 

3.  Criminal  Matters  Under  Supervision  of  the  Criminal  Division. 

U.S.  V.  Briggs — U.S.  Attorney,  N.  District  of  Florida. 
U.S.  V.  Ayers — U.S.  Attorney,  E.  District  of  Michigan. 

(Defense  allegations  that   White  House  and/or  CRP  personnel  used 
fllegal  methods  in  obtaining  evidence.) 

4.  Pending  Indictments  Under  Cox  Supervision. 

U.S.  V.  Vesco — U.S.  Attorney,  S.  District  of  New  York. 
U.S.  V.  Segretti — U.S.  Attorney,  Middle  District  of  Florida. 

5.  Pending  Investigations  Under  the  Direction  of  the  Criminal  Division. 
William    Taub    matter   (allegation    that    Teamster    President    FitzSimmons 

bribed  "White  House  people"  to  block  Hoffa  trip  to  Hanoi). 

A.  Ernest  Fitz Gerald  matter  (obstruction  of  justice  allegations  re  dismissal 
from  civilian  Air  Force  job). 

6.  Criminal  Investigations  Under  the  Direction  of  Cos. 

Watergate  break-in. 

Ellsberg  break-in. 

Election  law  violations  (by  designation). 

DiCarlo   commutation   (under   immediate   direction   of   U.S.    Attorney, 

District  of  New  Jersey). 
LeHigh  Valley   Dairy   Association   (political  contributions  allegedly  in 

return  for  assistance  to  Association). 
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39.     On  August  13,  1973  Cox  wrote  to  Richardson  to  request  access  to 
files  relating  to  the  possible  relationship  between  large  contributions 
by  the  Milk  Producers  Association  and  the  Government's  decision  to  grant  an 
Increase  in  milk  prices.  On  August  13,  1973  Richardson  wrote  to  Buzhardt 
to  express  his  disagreement  with  the  President's  decision  not  to  turn 
the  milk  files  over  to  Cox.  Richardson  said  that  he  could  find  no 
plausible  basis  for  denying  Cox  access  to  papers  that  were  available  to 
other  personnel  in  the  Justice  Department. 

Page 

39.1  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  Elliot  Richardson, 
August  13,  1973,  SJC,  1  Special  Prosecutor 
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39.2  Memorandum  from  Elliot  Richardson  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 
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3.  Given  other  situations — e.g.,  the  tapes — in  which  much  more  substantial 
interests  are  at  stake,  it  seems  to  me  undesirable  to  take  a  hard  line  in  a  case 
where  cooperation  won't  hurt. 

I  would  be  glad  to  speak  to  the  President  directly  on  this  matter,  but  I  would  be 
quite  willing  for  you  to  do  so  on  my  behalf  if  that  seems  preferable. 

ELR,  August  21,  1973 — Copy  hand  delivered  to  Buzhardt. 

Watergate  Special  Prosecittion  Force, 
^^^^^^  U.S.  Department  of  Justice, 

^^^^^  Washington,  D.C.,  August  13,  1973. 

I     Hon.  Elliot  L.  Richardson, 
I      U.S.  Department  of  Justice, 
I     Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Elliot:  As  you  know,  my  OflBce  has  been  investigating  the  possible 
relationship  between  the  very  large  contributions  made  by  the  Alilk  P*roducers 
Association  and  the  Governmental  decision  to  grant  an  increase  in  milk  prices 
greater  than  previously  planned.  The  Civil  Division  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
has  possession  of  files  from  the  White  House  which  may  contain  information 
pertinent  to  the  question. 

I  am  wTiting  to  request  access  to  those  files.  You  and  I  have  spoken  of  my  wish 
to  see  them  earlier,  but  it  seems  important  to  put  the  request  in  writing. 

If  the  files  are  not  so  confidential  as  to  require  denying  access  to  members  of 
the  Civil  Division  in  defending  litigation,  then  they  can  hardly  be  so  confidential 
as  to  warrant  denjlng  access  to  attorneys  in  this  Office  investigating  the  truth 
or  falsity  of  charges  of  wrongdoing.  It  was  my  understanding  when  I  accepted 
my  present  position  that  I  would  be  given  access  to  pertinent  papers  in  the 
Executive  Branch.  We  agreed  that  there  might  be  claims  of  executive  privilege 
but  those  seem  hardly  appUcable  at  the  present  moment.  At  the  moment,  I  am 
requesting  access  only  for  mj-seli  and  properly  authorized  members  of  my  staff. 
There  is  no  question,  at  this  point,  even  of  putting  the  files  before  a  grand  jury. 
For  these  reasons,  I  think  we  are  clearly  entitled  to  see  the  file,  and  I  hope 
that  it  may  be  made  available  without  the  incongruity  of  having  to  seek  a 


subpoena. 

Sincerely, 


Archibald  Cox,  Special  Prosecutor. 


Tab  B 

July  10,  1973. 
Handling  of  Pending  Matters 

'  1.  Constitutional  issues — DOJ  (Office  of  Legal  Counsel). 

2.  Civil  Actions— DOJ. 

Nader  v.  Butz — Civil  Division. 

Halperin  v.  Kissinger — Internal  Security  Section. 

ElLsberg  v.  Mitchell — Internal  Security  Section. 

3.  Criminal  Matters  Under  Sup^i-vision  of  the  Criminal  Division, 

U.S.  V.  Briggs—V.S.  Attorney,  N.  District  of  Florida. 
U.S.  V.  Ayers — U.S.  Attorney,  E.  District  of  Michigan. 

(Defense  allegations  that  White  House  and/or  CRP  personnel   used 
illegal  methods  in  obtaining  evidence.) 

4.  Pending  Indictments  Under  Cox  Supervision. 

U.S.  V.  Vesco — U.S.  Attorney,  S.  District  of  New  York. 
U.S.  V.  Segrelti — U.S.  Attorney,  Middle  District  of  Florida. 

5.  Pending  Investigations  Under  the  Direction  of  the  Criminal  Division. 
William    Taub    matter   (allegation    that    Teamster    President    FitzSimmona 

bribed  "White  House  people"  to  block  Hoffa  trip  to  Hanoi). 

A.  Ernest  Fitz Gerald  matter  (obstruction  of  justice  allegations  re  dismissal 
from  civilian  Air  Force  job). 

6.  Criminal  Investigations  Under  the  Direction  of  Cox. 

Watergate  break-in. 

Ellsberg  break-in. 

Election  law  violations  (by  designation). 

DiCarlo   commutation   (under  immediate   direction   of   U.S.    Attorney, 

District  of  New  Jersey). 
LeHigh  Valley   Dairy    Association   (political   contributions   allegedly  in 

return  for  assistance  to  Association). 
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include  the  obvious  rc(iuireincnt  that  the  Special  Consultant  be  a  man  trusted 
both  by  Cox  and  the  White  House.  I  thought  it  also  inappropriate  to  ineludo  in 
this  document  the  sugscstion  that  Cox  set  up  a  special  unit  to  deal  with  matters, 
such  as  the  "i)luniber,s",  whicli  aro  likely  to  involve  security  interests.  We  can 
discuss  that  with  him  separately. 

I  have  broached  the  idea  of'a  Special  Consultant  who  would  deal  with  both 
Cox  and  the  White  House  to  Fred  Buzhardt.  He  expressed  interest  in  the  idea 
and  in  the  .specilic  name  mentioned.  He  is  going  to  mull  the  suggestion  over  and 
call  me  back. 

The  last  paragraph  of  the  document  incorporates  what  I  take  to  be  your  sug- 
gestion. It  seems  to  me  quite  useful  to  incorporate  it  in  a  paper  of  this  sort. 

Robert  H.  Bork, 

Solicitor  General. 

The  Special  Prosecutor's  authority  covers: 

(1)  The  Watergate  break-in; 

(2)  Offenses  arising  out  of  the  1973  Presidential  election  for  which  the  Special 
Prosecutor  deems  it  necessary  and  ajipropriate  to  assume  responsibility; 

(3)  The  "Plumbers'  operations,"  if  they  constitute  the  commission  of  criminal 
offenses.  In  judging  lack  of  criminality,  three  criteria  will  be  employed: 

(a)  The  regularity  or  established  nature  of  the  procedures  employed; 

(b)  The  absence  of  phjsical  trespass;  and 

(c)  The  plausibiUty  of  the  belief  at  the  time  that  national  security  was 
involved. 

The  listed  criteria  need  not  all  be  present  to  indicate  probable  lack  of  crimi- 
nality. A  strong  showmg  under  (c),  for  example,  would  diminish  or,  possibly, 
eliminate  the  importance  of  (.a)  imd  (b). 

"Plumbers'  operations"  refers  to  the  cluster  of  events,  in  addition  to  (1)  and  (2), 
above,  that  led  to  the  appointment  of  the  Special  Prosecutor,  including  events  not 
then  known  but  involving  the  .same  personnel  and  not  remote  in  time. 

(4)  Any  matters  the  Special  Prosecutor  consents  to  have  assigned  to  him  by  the 
Attorney  General. 

The  problem  of  national  security  may  arise  in  an  investigation  conducted  under 
any  one  of  the.se  heads  of  authority.  Since  it  is  impossible  to  define  cases  of  legiti- 
mate national  security  concern  in  advance,  the  Special  Prosecutor  may  seek  the 
advice  of  a  special  consultant  on  national  security  affairs  concerning  matters  under 
investigation  or  about  to  be  presented  to  a  grand  jury  so  that  the  special  consultant 
may  inform  him  whether  nation.il  security  interests  are  involved.  The  special 
consultant  will  be  employed  by  the  Department  of  Justice, 

In  the  course  of  his  investigations,  the  Special  Prosecutor  may  discover  admiuis- 
trative  irregularities  or  misconduct  not  amounting  to  criminal  behavior.  Though 
such  matters  are  not  mthin  the  scope  of  his  authority,  nothing  in  this  memorandum 
is  intended  to  suggest  th.it  it  is  the  Special  Prosecutor's  duty  to  overlook  such 
irregularities  or  misconduct.  To  the  contrary,  he  may  refer  any  such  matter  to  the 
apf)ropriiite  agency  of  the  Department  of  Justice  or  include  it  in  any  report  he 
may  wLsh  to  make  either  in  the  course  of  or  at  the  conclusion  of  his  duties 


n 


Tab  D 

August  13,  1073 

memor.vndum 


To:  J.  Fred  Buzhardt,  Special  Counsel  to  the  President. 
F>om:  Elliot  L.  Richardson,  Attorney  General. 
Subject:  Milk  Case  Papers. 

J.  T.  Smith  relayed  to  me  ou  Thursday  of  l.ast  week  word  that  the  President 
does  not  wish  me  to  turn  over  to  Cox  the  papers  in  the  milk  case  which  are  now 
the  subject  of  disclosure  proceedings  in  Nader  v.  Butx.  I  respectfully  disagree 
with  this  conclusion  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  The  papers  aro  in  the  possession  of  this  Department  and  have  been  reviewed 
by  attorneys  in  the  Civil  Division  as  well  as  in  my  immcdi.lte  ofTice.  Cox  is  an 
employee  of  this  Department  whose  authority  derives  solely  from  delegation  by 
me.  I  can  find  no  plausible  basis  for  denying  him  access  to  papers  which  arc  avilable 
to  other  personnel  of  thi.s  Department. 

2.  Since  the  papers  afford  scant  support,  if  any,  for  Nader's  side  in  the  civil 
suit,  they  should  help  to  rebut  any  allct;ati(m  of  criminal  misconduct. 


(483) 


39.2     ELLIOT  RICHARDSON  MEMORANDUM,  AUGUST  U,    197Z,    SJC, 
1  SPECIAL  PROSECUTOR  HEARINGS  288-89     


289 

3.  Given  other  situations — e.g.,  tlic  tapes — in  which  much  more  substantial 
Interests  are  at  stake,  it  seems  to  mc  undesirable  to  take  a  hard  line  in  a  case 
vrhere  cooperation  won't  hurt. 

I  would  be  glad  to  speak  to  the  President  directly  on  this  matter,  but  I  would  be 
quite  willing  for  you  to  do  so  on  my  behalf  if  that  seems  preferable. 


l_ 


ELR,  August  21,  1973 — Copy  hand  delivered  to  Buzhardt. 


Watergate  Special  PROSEctTTioN  Force, 

U.S.  Department  op  Jd.stice, 
Washington,  D.C.,  August  13,  1973. 
Hon.  Elliot  L.  Richardson, 
U.S.  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Elliot:  .\3  you  know,  my  Office  has  been  investigating  the  possible 
relationship  between  the  very  large  contributions  made  by  the  Wilk  Producers 
Association  and  the  Governmental  decision  to  grant  an  increase  in  milk  price-s 
greater  than  prcviou.sly  planned.  The  Civil  Division  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
has  possession  of  files  from  the  Wliite  House  which  may  contain  information 
pertinent  to  the  question. 

I  am  writing  to  request  access  to  those  files.  You  and  I  have  spoken  of  my  wish 
to  see  them  earlier,  but  it  seems  important  to  put  the  request  in  writing. 

If  the  files  are  not  so  confidential  .as  to  require  denying  access  to  members  of 
the  Civil  Division  in  defending  litigation,  then  they  can  h.irdly  be  so  confidential 
as  to  warrant  denjing  access  to  attorneys  in  this  Office  investigating  the  truth 
or  fidsity  of  charges  of  wrongdoing.  It  was  my  understanding  when  I  accepted 
my  present  position  that  I  would  be  given  access  to  pertinent  papers  in  the 
Executive  Branch.  We  agreed  that  there  might  be  claims  of  executive  privilege 
but  those  seem  hardly  applicable  at  the  present  moment.  At  the  moment,  I  am 
requesting  access  only  for  my.self  and  properly  authorized  members  of  my  staff. 
There  is  no  question,  at  this  point,  even  of  putting  the  files  before  a  grand  jury. 

For  these  reasons,  1  think  we  are  clearly  entitled  to  see  the  file,  and  I  hope 
that  it  may  be  made  available  without  the  incongruity  of  having  to  seek  a 
subpoena. 

Sincerely, 

Archidald  Cox,  Special  Prosecutor. 


Tab  E 

JuLT  10,  1973. 
Handling  op  Pemdi.n'q  Matters 

1.  Constitution.nl  issues — DOJ  (Office  of  Legal  Counsel). 

2.  Civil  .\ctions— DOJ. 

Nader  v.  Dvtz — Civil  Di\'ision. 

Hnlperin  v.  Kissinger — Internal  Security  Section. 

EUsberg  v.  Mitchell — Internal  Security  Section. 

3.  Criminal  Matters  Under  Supervision  of  the  Criminal  Division. 

U.S.  V.  Briggs — U.S.  Attorney,  N.  District  of  Florida. 
U.S.  V.  Aycrs — U.S.  Attorney,  E.  District  of  Michigan. 

(Defense   allegations   that   White   House  and/or   CRP   personnel   used 
illegal  methods  in  obtaining  evidence.) 

4.  Pending  Indictments  Under  Cox  Super\ision. 

U.S.  V.  Vesco — U.S.  Attorney,  S.  District  of  New  York. 
U.S.  V.  Segretti — U.S.  Attorney,  Middle  District  of  Florida. 
o.  Pending  Investigations  Under  the  Direction  of  the  Criminal  Division. 
Willinm    Taub    matter    (allegation    that    Teamster    President    FitzSimmons 
bribed  "White  House  people"  to  block  Hofl'a  trip  to  Hanoi). 

A.   Ernest  FitzGerald  matter  (obstruction  of  justice  allegations  re  dismissal 
from  civilian  Air  Force  job). 

6.  Criminal  Investigations  Under  the  Direction  of  Cos. 
Watergate  break-in. 
EUsbcrg  break-in. 

Election  law  violations  (by  designation). 
DiCarlo    commutation    (under   immediate    direction    of    U.S.    Attorney, 

District  of  New  Jersey). 
Lelligh   Valley    Dairy    Associatioi\    (political   contributions    allegedly   in 
return  for  assistance  to  Association). 
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40.     On  August  14,  1973  W.  Richard  Howard  was  directed  by  the  Grand 
Jury  to  produce  the  original  carbon  copy  of  a  March  30,  1972  memorandum 
he  wrote  to  Bruce  Kehrll  concerning  E.  Howard  Hunt.  On  August  27  Cox 
wrote  to  Buzhardt  requesting  that  the  document  be  supplied  to  the 
Special  Prosecutor.  On  September  5  Buzhardt  provided  the  requested 
documents  and  Informed  Cos  that  the  authority  to  control  documents  in 
the  physical  custody  of  White  House  employees  was  exclusively  a  matter 
for  Presidential  decision. 


40.1  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  Fred  Buzhardt,  ^*^® 
August  27,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 486 

40.2  Letter  from  J.  Fred  Buzhardt  to  Archibald  Cox, 
September  5,  1973  (received  from  Watergate 

Special  Prosecution  Force) 487 
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RB-V:aw 


August  27,    1973 


J.   Fred  Buzhardt,    Esq. 
Counsel  to  the  President 
The  lihite  House 
VJashington,   D.   C. 


»' 

>» 


Re:   Meraorandiaia  from  W.  Richard 
Howard  to  Bruce  Kehrli  - 
3/30/72 

Deeir  Mr.  Buzhardt: 

During  the  course  of  W.  Richard  Howard's  appear- 
ance before  the  gramd  jury  on  August  14,  1973,  he  was 
directed  by  the  grand  jury  foreman  to  produce  the  original 
carbon  copy  of  a  March  30,  1973  memorandum  which  ha  \inrote 
to  Bruce  Kehrli  concerning  E.  Howard  Hunt.   I  am  informed 
tiTat  Mr.  Howard's  attorney,  John  Jude  O'Donnell,  has  been 
advised  by  you  that  you  are  prepared  to  furnish  this  docu- 
ment to  the  grand  jury  on  receipt  of  a  letter  from  this 
Office  confirming  that  the  grand  jury  did  in  fact  make 
such  a  request  of  Mr.  Howard.  As  you  will  recall,  the 
ribbon  original  of  this  document  was  furnished  to  the 
grand  jury  by  you  on  July  19,  1973. 

Please  advise  us  if  you  desire  any  further  informa- 
tion. 

Very  truly  yours. 


Archibald  Cox 
Special  Prosecutor 


001^'^ 


.>A 
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40.2     J.    FRED  BUZHARDT  LETTER,    SEPTEMBER  5,    197S 

X _ ' .(  ^:;r~ 


THE  WHITE   HOUSE 

\VA  S  H  I  iN  G  T  O  N 

5  September  1973 


ijC.-.- 


Dear  Mr.    Cox: 

"  t 

This  is  in  response  to  your  letter  of  August  27  requesting  the  copy 
of  a  W.   Richard  Howard  memorandum  of  March  30,    1972  to  Bruce 
Kehrli  and  of  August  29  requesting  the  pass  approval  form  for 
E.   Howard  Hunt.  •'      • 

As  I  mentioned  to  you  in  a  recent  telephone  conversation,   the  fact 
that  a  particular  document  is  in  the  physical  custody  of  a'current    • 
employee  of  the  White  House  does  not  alter  the  fact  that  such 
documents  are  Presidential  Papers,    of  which  the  authority  to 
control  is  exclusively  a  matter  for  Presidential  decision.     Accord- 
ingly,   requests  for  such  documents,  whether  originating  with  the 
office  of  the  Special  Prosecutor  or  the  Grand  Jury,    should  be 
addressed  to  me  in  order  that  the  request  may  be  considered  by      j 
the  President. 

Both  documents  you  requested  are  enclosed,  • 


Fred  Buzhardt 
Special  Co'^nsel  to  the  President 


Honorable  Archibald  Cox 

Special  Prosecutor 

V/atergate  Special  Prosecution  Force 

1425-K  Street,    N.  W. 

Washington,    D.C.     20005 

Enclosures 


00103'i 
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41.     On  August  15,  1973  the  President  addressed  the  nation.  The 
President  reaffirmed  his  statement  made  on  May  22,  1973  that  he  had  no 
prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate  break-in  and  that  he  neither  took  part 
in  nor  knew  about  any  of  the  subsequent  cover-up  activities.  The  Presi- 
dent also  stated  that  he  would  continue  to  oppose  efforts  to  destroy  the 
principle  of  confidentiality  of  Presidential  conversations  and  would 
not  turn  over  the  tapes  of  his  conversations  to  the  Special  Prosecutor 
or  to  the  Senate  Select  Committee.  The  President  said  that  the  time  had 
come  to  turn  Watergate  over  to  the  courts,  where  the  question  of  guilt 
or  innocence  belonged. 

i  Page 
41.1   President  Nixon  address,  August  15,  1973, 

9  Presidential  Documents  984-85,  987-88,  991.. 490 
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41.1     PRESIDENT  NIXON  ADDRESS,   AUGUST  IS,    1973,    9  PRESIDENTIAL 
DOCUMENTS  984-85,    987-88.    991 

PBESIDENTIAL   DOCUMENTS:    RICHARD   NIXON,    1973 


teen  hundred  seventy-three,  and  of  the  Independence  of 
the  United  States  of  America  the  one  hundred  and  ninety- 
eighth. 

Richard  Nixon 


[Filed    wilh    the 


Office    of    the    Federal 
August  15,   1973] 


Register,    3:23    p  m., 


Termination  of  U.S.  Combat 
Activity  in  Cambodia 

Statement  by  the  Deputy  White  House  Press  Secretary. 
Augiul  15,  1973 

As  you  know,  the  combat  air  operations  by  the  United 
States  aircraft  have  ceased  in  Cambodia,  and  in  order 
clearly  to  explain  our  position,  the  President's  position, 
concerning  this  action  and  to  avoid  any  misunderstanding 
by  others,  I  would  like  to  make  the  following  points: 

— As  the  President  indicated  in  hb  letter  to  Congres- 
sional leaders  on  August  3,  thb  Administration  is  termi- 
nating combat  activity  in  Cambodia  in  compliance  with 
a  specific,  direct,  and  binding  instruction  from  the  Con- 
gress. The  President  continues  to  hold  grave  reserva- 
tions about  the  wisdom  of  this  legislative  action.  He  is 
concerned  that  by  its  action  the  Congress  has  eliminated 
an  important  incentive  for  a  negotiated  settlement  in 
Cambodia,  has  weakened  the  security  of  Cambodia's 
neighbors  in  Southeast  Asia,  and  has  eroded  the  struc- 
ture of  peace  in  Indochina  laid  down  in  the  agreements 
of  January  27.  Most  importantly,  this  Congressional  act 
undermines  the  prospects  of  world  peace  by  raising  doubts 
in  the  minds  of  both  friends  and  adversaries  concerning 
the  resolve  and  capacity  of  the  United  States  to  stand  by 
international  agreements  when  they  are  violated  by  other 
parties. 

— While  noting  the  dangers  of  this  lerslative  action, 
the  President  most  reluctantly  accepted  the  August  15 
cutoff  date  as  a  necessary  compromise  to  avoid  a  major 
disruption  in  United  States  Government  operations  and 
to  allow  the  Khmer  Republic  more  time  to  adjust  to  the 


new  situation.  You  will  recall  that  at  the  time  the  law 
was  enacted,  the  President  faced  the  alternative  of  ac- 
cepting a  June  30  cutoff  date  or  halting  all  governmental 
operations  through  a  veto  of  the  appropriations  bill  to 
which  this  legislation  was  attached.  To  have  terminated 
immediately  all  combat  support  for  the  Khmer  Republic  ' 
in  the  face  of  a  massive  enemy  attack  would  have  been 
an  irresponsible  act  depriving  the  Cambodian  Govern- 
ment of  the  essential  time  to  prepare  for  the  future.  In 
the  light  of  these  extreme  alternatives,  the  only  viable 
course  was  to  reluctantly  accept  the  date  of  August  15. 

— During  the  6  weeks  which  have  ensued,  our  combat 
air  support  coupled  with  Cambodian  efforts  to  improve 
and  strengthen  their  forces  have  left  the  Khmer  Republic 
in  better  shape  to  defend  itself.  We  hope  that  the  govern- 
ment will  be  able  to  defend  itself  and  to  hold  its  ovm 
against  the  insurgents  and  their  North  Vietnamese 
sponsors. 

— In  the  meantime,  the  United  States  will  stand  firmly 
with  the  Khmer  Republic  in  facing  the  current  challenge 
and  will  continue  to  provide  the  maximum  amount  of 
economic  and  military  assistance  permitted  by  present 
legal  constraints. 

— We  continue  strongly  to  support  a  cease-fire 
through  negotiations  among  the  Khmer  parties.  An  end 
to  the  fighting  and  respect  for  Cambodia's  sovereignty 
and  neutrality  are  our  principal  goals  there.  Despite  the 
efforts  of  many  interested  parties  and  the  good  will  of 
the  Khmer  Republic,  the  Communist  side  remains  intran- 
sigently  opposed  to  any  compromise. 

— I  should  also  recall  the  President's  warning  in  his 
August  3  letter  that  the  leaders  of  North  Vietnam  would 
be  making  a  very  dangerous  error  if  they  mistook  the 
cessation  of  United  States  combat  activity  in  Cambodia 
for  an  invitation  to  pursue  a  policy  of  aggression  in  South- 
east Asia.  It  should  be  clearly  understood  in  Hanoi  that 
the  President  will  work  with  Congress  in  order  to  take 
appropriate  action  if  North  Vietnam  mounts  an  offensive 
which  jeopardizes  stability  in  Indochina  and  threatens 
to  overturn  the  settlements  reached  after  so  much  sacri- 
fice by  so  many  for  so  long. 

.note:  Deputy  Press  Secretary  Gerald  L.  Warr*en  made  the  state- 
ment at  his  news  conference  at  the  White  House  on  Wednesday, 
.\ugust  15,  1973.  It  was  not  issued  in  the  form  of  a  While  House 
press  release. 


Q 


THE  WATERGATE  INVESTIGATION 


The  President's  Address  to  the  Nation.     .August  15^.1973 

Good  evening: 

Now  that  most  of  the  major  witnesses  in  the  Watergate  phase  of  the 
Senate  Committee  hearings  on  campaign  practices  have  been  heard,  the 
time  has  come  for  me  to  speak  out  about  the  charges  made  and  to  pro- 
vide a  perspective  on  the  issue  for  the  .\merican  people. 

For  over  4  months,  Watergate  has  dominated  the  neus  media.  Dur- 
ing the  past  3  months,  the  three  major  networks  have  devoted  an  average 
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of  over  22  hours  of  television  time  each  week  to  this  subject.  The  Senate 
committee  has  heard  over  2  milhon  words  of  testimony. 

This  investigation  began  as  an  effort  to  discover  the  facts  about  the 
break-in  and  bugging  of  the  Democratic  National  Headquarters  and 
other  campaign  abuses. 

But  as  the  weeks  have  gone  by,  it  has  become  clear  that  both  the 
hearings  themselves  and  some  of  the  commentaries  on  them  have  become 
increasingly  absorbed  in  an  effort  to  implicate  the  President  personally 
in  the  illegal  activities  that  took  place. 

Because  the  abuses  occurred  during  my  Administration,  and  in  the 
campaign  for  my  re-election,  I  accept  full  responsibility  for  them.  I  regret 
that  these  events  took  place,  and  I  do  not  question  the  right  of  a  Senate 
committee  to  investigate  charges  made  against  the  President  to  the  extent 
that  this  is  relevant  to  legislative  duties. 

However,  it  is  my  Constitutional  responsibiUty  to  defend  the  integrity 
of  this  great  office  against  false  charges.  I  also  believe  that  it  is  important 
to  address  the  overriding  question  of  what  we  as  a  nation  can  learn  from 
this  experience  and  what  we  should  now  do.  I  intend  to  discuss  both  of 
these  subjects  tonight. 

The  record  of  the  Senate  hearings  is  lengthy.  The  facts  are  compli- 
cated, the  evidence  conflicting.  It  would  not  be  right  for  me  to  try  to  sort 
out  the  evidence,  to  rebut  specific  witnesses,  or  to  pronounce  my  own  judg- 
ments about  their  credibility.  That  is  for  the  committee  and  for  the  courts. 

I  shall  not  attempt  to  deal  tonight  with  the  various  charges  in  detail. 
Rather,  I  shall  attempt  to  put  the  events  in  perspective  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  Presidency. 

On  May  22,  before  the  major  witnesses  had  testified,  I  issued  a  de- 
tailed statement  addressing  the  charges  that  had  been  made  against  the 
President. 

I  have  today  issued  another  written  statement,  which  addresses  the 
charges  that  have  been  made  since  then  as  they  relate  to  my  own  conduct, 
and  which  describes  the  efforts  that  I  made  to  discover  the  facts  about  the 
matter. 
[  On  May  22, 1  stated  in  very  specific  terms — and  I  state  again  to  every 

one  of  you  listening  tonight  these  facts — I  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the 
Watergate  break-in;  I  neither  took  part  in  nor  knew  about  any  of  the 
subsequent  coverup  activities ;  I  neither  authorized  nor  encouraged  subor- 
[    dinates  to  engage  in  illegal  or  improper  campaign  tactics. 

That  was  and  that  is  the  simple  truth. 

In  all  of  the  millions  of  words  of  testimony,  there  is  not  the  slightest 
suggestion  that  I  had  any  knowledge  of  the  planning  for  the  Watergate 
break-in.  As  for  the  coverup,  my  statement  has  been  challenged  by  only 
one  of  the  35  witnesses  who  appeared — a  witness  who  offered  no  evidence 
beyond  fiis  own  impressions,  and  whose  testimony  has  been  contradicted 
by  every  other  witness  in  a  position  to  know  the  facts. 

Tonight,  let  me  explain  to  you  what  I  did  about  Watergate  after  the 
break-in  occurred,  so  that  you  can  better  imderstand  the  fact  that  I  also 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  so-called  coverup. 

From  the  time  when  the  break-in  occurred,  I  pressed  repeatedly  to 
know  the  facts,  and  particularly  whether  there  was  any  involvement  of 
anyone  in  the  White  House.  I  considered  two  things  essential; 
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the  responsibility  for  the  investigation  in  the  case  should  be  given  to  the 
Criminal  Division  of  the  Justice  Department. 

I  turned  over  all  the  information  I  had  to  the  head  of  that  depart- 
ment, Assistant  Attorney  General  Henry  Petersen,  a  career  government 
employee  with  an  irtipeccable  nonpartisan  record,  and  I  instructed  him 
to  pursue  the  matter  thoroughly.  I  ordered  all  members  of  the  Adminis- 
tration to  testify  fully  before  the  grand  jury. 

And  with  lay  concurrence,  on  May  18  Attorney  General  Richardson 
appointed  a  Special  Prosecutor  to  handle  the  matter,  and  the  case  is  now 
before  the  grand  jury.    , 

Far  from  trying  to  hide  the  facts,  my  effort  throughout  has  been  to 
discover  the  facts — and  to  lay  those  facts  before  the  appropriate  law 
enforcement  authorities  so  that  justice  could  be  done  and  the  guilty  dealt 
with. 

I  relied  on  tfe  best  law  enforcement  agencies  in  the  country  to  find 
and  report  the  truth.  I  believed  they  had  done  so — just  as  they  believed 
they  had  done  so. 

f^~  Many  have  urged  that  in  order  to  help  prove  the  truth  of  what  I 
have  said,  I  should  turn  over  to  the  Special  Prosecutor  and  the  Senate 
I  Committee  recordings  of  conversations  that  I  held  in  my  office  or  on 
[  my  telephone. 

However,  a  much  more  important  principle  is  involved  in  this  ques- 
tionthan  what  the  tapes  might  prove  about  Watergate. 

Each  day  a  President  of  the  United  States  is  required  to  make  diffi- 
cult decisions  on  grave  issues.  It  is  absolutely  necessary,  if  the  President  is 
to  be  able  to  do  his  job  as  the  country  expects,  that  he  be  able  to  talk  openly 
and  candidly  with  his  advisers  about  issues  and  individuals.  This  kind  of 
frank  discussion  is  only  possible  when  those  who  take  part  in  it  know  that 
what  they  say  is  in  strictest  confidence. 

The  Presidency  is  not  the  only  office  that  requires  confidentiality.  A 
Member  of  Congress  must  be  able  to  talk  in  confidence  with  his  assistants ; 
judges  must  be  able  to  confer  in  confidence  with  their  law  clerks  and  with 
each  other.  For  very  good  reasons,  no  branch  of  Government  has  ever 
compelled  disclosure  of  confidential  conversations  between  officers  of  other  ' 
branches  of  Government  and  their  advisers  about  Government  business. 

This  need  for  confidence  is  not  confined  to  Government  officials.  The 
law  has  long  recognized  that  there  are  kinds  of  conversations  that  are  en- 
titled to  be  kept  confidential,  even  at  the  cost  of  doing  without  critical 
evidence  in  a  legal  proceeding.  This  rule  applies,  for  example,  to  conver- 
sations between  a  lawyer  and  a  client,  between  a  priest  and  a  penitent,  and 
between  a  husband  and  wife.  In  each  case  it  is  thought  so  important  that 
the  parties  be  able  to  talk  freely  to  each  other  that  for  hundreds  of  years 
the  law  has  said  these  conversations  are  "privileged"  and  that  their  dis- 
closure cannot  be  compelled  in  a  court. 
I  It  is  even  more  important  that  the  confidentiality  of  conversations 

I  between  a  President  and  his  advisers  be  protected.  This  is  no  mere  luxury, 
to  be  dispensed  with  whenever  a  particular  issue  raises  sufficient  uproar. 
It  is  absolutely  essential  to  the  conduct  of  the  Presidency,  in  this  and  in  all 
I  future  Administrations. 

If  I  were  to  make  public  these  tapes,  containing  as  they  do  blunt  and 
candid  remarks  on  many  different  subjects,  the  confidentiality  of  the 
Office  of  the  President  would  always  be  suspect  from  now  on.  It  would 
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make  no  difference  whether  it  was  to  serve  the  interests  of  a  court,  of  a 
Senate  committee,  or  the  President  himself — the  same  damage  would  be 
done  to  the  principle,  and  that  damage  would  be  irreparable. 

Persons  talking  with  the  President  would  never  again  be  sure  that 
recordings  or  notes  of  what  they  said  would  not  suddenly  be  made  public. 
No  one  would  want  to  advance  tentative  ideas  that  might  later  seem 
unsound.  No  diplomat  would  want  to  speak  candidly  in  those  sensitive 
negotiations  which  could  bring  peace  or  avoid  war.  No  Senator  or  Con- 
gressman would  want  to  talk  frankly  about  the  Congressional  horse-trad- 
ing that  might  get  a  vital  bill  passed.  No  one  would  want  to  speak  bluntly 
about  public  figures  here  and  abroad. 

That  is  why  I  shall  continue  to  oppose  efforts  which  would  set  a 
precedent  that  would  cripple  all  future  Presidents  by  inhibiting  conversa- 
tions between  them  and  those  they  look  to  for  advice. 

This  principle  of  confidentiality  of  Presidential  conversations  is  at 
stake  in  the  question  of  these  tapes.  I  must  and  I  shall  oppose  any  efforts 
to  destroy  this  principle,  which  is  so  vital  to  the  conduct  of  this  great  office. 

Turning  now  to  the  basic  issues  which  have  been  raised  by  Water- 
gate, I  recognize  that  merely  answering  the  charges  that  have  been  made 
against  the  President  is  not  enough.  The  word  "Watergate"  has  come 
to  represent  a  much  broader  set  of  concerns. 

To  most  of  us,  "Watergate"  has<come  to  mean  not  just  a  burglary 
and  bugging  of  party  headquarters,  but  a  whole  series  of  acts  that  either 
represent  or  appear  to  represent  an  abuse  of  trust.  It  has  come  to  stand 
for  excessive  partisanship,  for  "enemy  lists,"  for  efforts  to  use  the  great 
institutions  of  Government  for  partisan  political  purposes. 

For  many  Americans,  the  term  "Watergate"  also  has  come  to  include 
a  number  of  national  security  matters  that  have  been  brought  into  the 
investigation,  such  as  those  involved  in  my  efforts  to  stop  massive  leaks 
of  vital  diplomatic  and  military  secrets,  and  to  counter  the  wave  of 
bombings  and  burnings  and  other  violent  assaults  of  just  a  few  years  ago. 

Let  me  speak  first  of  the  political  abuses. 

I  know  from  long  experience  that  a  political  campaign  is  always 
a  hard  and  a  tough  contest.  A  candidate  for  high  office  has  an  obligation 
to  his  party,  to  his  supporters,  and  to  the  cause  he  represents.  He  must 
always  put  forth  his  best  efforts  to  win.  But  he  also  has  an  obligation  to 
the  country  to  conduct  that  contest  within  the  law  and  within  the  limits 
of  decency. 

No  political  campaign  ever  justifies  obstructing  justice,  or  harassing 
individuals,  or  compromising  those  great  agencies  of  Government  that 
should  and  must  be  above  politics.  To  the  extent  that  these  things  were 
done  in  the  1972  campaign,  they  were  serious  abuses,  and  I  deplore  them. 

Practices  of  that  kind  do  not  represent  what  I  believe  Government 
should  be,  or  what  I  believe  politics  should  be.  In  a  free  society,  the  insti- 
tutions of  government  belong  to  the  people.  They  must  never  be  used 
against  the  people. 

And  in  the  future,  my  Administration  will  be  more  vigilant  in  en- 
suring that  such  abuses  do  not  take  place,  and  that  officials  at  every  level 
understand  that  they  are  not  to  take  place. 

And  I  reject  the  cynical  view  that  politics  is  inevitably  or  even 
usually  a  dirty  business.  Let  us  not  allow  what  a  few  ovcrzealous  people 
did  in  Watergate  to  tar  the  reputation  of  the  millions  of  dedicated  Ameri- 
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EThe  time  has  come  to  turn  ^Vat(■^l,'at(■  fiver  to  the  courts,  where  the 
cstions  of  siiilt  or  intmcencc  brlon;,'.  'I'hc  time  has  coine  for  tiie  rest  of  lis 
get  on  with  the  urgent  business  of  our  Nation. 

Last  November,  the  American  people  were  gi\  en  the  clearest  choice 
of  this  century.  Your  votes  were  a  mandate,  which  I  accepted,  to  complete 
the  initiatives  we  began  in  my  first  term  and  to  fulfill  the  promises  I  made 
for  my  second  term. 

This  Administration  was  elected  to  control  inflation — to  reduce  the 
power  and  size  of  Government — to  cut  the  cost  of  Government  so  that  you 
can  cut  the  cost  of  living — to  preserve  and  defend  those  fundamental 
values  that  have  made  America  great — to  keep  the  Nation's  military 
strength  second  to  none — to  achieve  peace  with  honor  in  Southeast  Asia, 
and  to  bring  home  our  prisoners  of  war — to  build  a  new  prosperity,  with- 
out inflation  and  without  war — to  create  a  structure  of  peace  in  the  world 
that  would  endure  long  after  we  are  gone. 

These  are  great  goals,  they  are  worthy  of  a  great  people,  and  I  would 
not  be  true  to  your  trust  if  I  let  myself  be  turned  aside  from  achieving  those 
goals. 

If  you  share  my  belief  in  these  goals — if  you  want  the  mandate  you 
gave  this  Administration  to  be  carried  out — then  I  ask  for  your  help  to 
ensure  that  those  who  would  explriit  \Vatcrgate  in  order  to  keep  us  from 
doing  what  we  were  elected  to  do  w  ill  not  succeed. 

I  ask  tonight  for  your  understanding,  so  that  as  a  Nation  we  can  learn 
the  lessons  of  Watergate  and  gain  from  that  experience. 

I  ask  for  your  help  in  reaffirming  our  dedication  to  the  principles  of 
decency,  h'-.nor.  and  respect  for  the  institutions  that  have  sustained  our 
progress  thrriugh  these  past  two  centuries. 

And  I  ask  for  your  support  in  getting  on  once  again  w\\.\\  meeting 
your  problems,  improving  vour  life,  building  your  future. 

With  your  help,  with  God's  help,  we  will  achieve  those  great  goals 
for  .\merica. 

Thank  you  and  good  evening. 

NOTE ;  The  P.-f-sident  .spoke  at  9  p.m.  in  his  0\al  Office  at  the  AVhite  House.  His 
address  w.'.s  broidr.ist  Uve  on  radio  and  television. 


»»1 


The  W'aicrgate  Investigation 

Statement  by  the  President.      Atiaust     15,  1973 

On  May  !  7  the  .Sen.ite  .Select  Committee  began  its 
hearings  on  ^Vatergaie.  Five  da\s  later,  on  May  22,  I 
issued  a  detailed  statement  discussing  my  relationsliip 
to  the  matter.  I  stated  categorically  that  I  had  no  prior 
knowledge  of  the  Watergate  operation  and  that  1  neither 
know  of  nor  took  part  in  any  subsequent  cfTorts  to  cover 
it  up.  I  also  stated  that  I  would  not  invoke  executive 
privilege  as  to  icsliinonv  liy  present  and  former  meni- 
I  '  rs  of  my  \\'l!ite  House  .Staff  with  respect  to  possible 
(  riminal  acts  tlicn  uiuicr  investigation. 

Thiily-tivc  witnesses  have  testified  so  far.  The  record 
is  more  than  7,.')00  ])ages  and  some  2  million  words  long. 
I'he  .illegatioiis  are  many,  ilie  facts  arc  complicated,  and 


the  evidence  is  not  only  extensive  hut  verv  much  in  con- 
flict. It  would  be  neither  fair  nor  appropriate  for  me 
to  a-sse.ss  the  evidence  or  comment  on  specific  witnesses 
or  their  credibiUty.  That  is  the  function  of  the  Senate 
Committee  and  the  courts.  What  I  intend  to  do  here  is 
to  (Over  the  principal  issues  relating  to  niv  own  conduct 
which  have  been  raised  since  my  .statement  of  May  22, 
and  thereby  to  place  the  testimony  on  those  issues  in  per- 
spective. 

I  said  on  May  22  that  I  had  no  prior  knowledge  of 
the  Watergate  opev.ition.  In  all  the  ti-stimon\,  there  is 
not  the  slightest  evidence  to  (he  conlr.uy.  Not  a  single 
witness  has  testified  that  I  had  any  knowleilge  of  the 
pl.mning  for  the  Watergate  l>reak-iii. 

It  is  also  true,  as  !  saitl  on  i\(a\  22,  that  I  toiik  no  part 
ill,   .md   vi.is   not   .iware   of,   an>    subsequent   ciTorts   to 
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42,     At  an  August  22,  1973  press  conference  the  President  responded 
to  an  Inquiry  concerning  his  recollection  of  what  he  had  told  John  Dean 
on  March  21,  1973  on  the  subject  of  raising  funds  for  the  Watergate 
defendants.  The  President  stated  that  Haldeman  had  testified  as  to  that 
matter  before  the  SSC  and  that  Haldeman* s  statement  was  accurate. 


PdS6 

^2.1  President  Nixon  news  conference,  August  22,  1973, 
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42. 1     PRESIDENT  NIXON  NEWS  CONFERENCE,   AUGUST  22,    1973,    9 

PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS  1016,    1022 

FKSSIDENIIAl    OOCUMENIS      RICHJ30    NIXON,     y^)^^ 


\0I« 

ACri'IUN 

Annouiucinenl of  Inlention 'I'o  Nominate 
Harry  J.  Hofiim  To  Be  Associate  Director  for 
Policy  and  Prosram  Development. 
Aui!usf^l,1973 

The  Prrsident  today  announced  his  iiUenlion  to  nomi- 
nate Harry  J.  Hogan,  of  Bcthesda,  Md.,  to  be  .'Vs-.ociate 
Director  of  ACTION  for  Policy  and  Program  Dexelop- 
nient.  lie  will  succeed  Charles  W.  Ervin,  who  resigned  ef- 
fective September  4,  1973. 

Since  1972,  Mr.  Hogan  has  been  director  of  govern- 
ment relations  for  Catholic  University,  in  Washington, 
D.C.  From  1971  to  1972,  he  was  engaged  in  the  private 
practice  of  law,  served  as  a  consultant  on  educational  and 
environmental  matters,  and  was  professor  of  law  at  Dela- 
ware Law  School,  in  Wilmington,  Del.  From  1969  to 
1971,  lie  was  counsel  of  the  House  Special  Siihconiinittee 
on  Education. 


!{'■  w.us  bmii  (■;!  May  2,  1014.  in  Newark.  X.J.  Mr. 
Iltcan  w,i.s  !;raduatcd  magna  ( iim  laude  from  Princ  cton 
Uni'.  eisily,  received  hb  L1..B.  from  Columbia  Law 
School,  and  received  his  Ph.  D.  in  .American  Historv  from 
Gec-'ge  Washington  Univer%Ity.  He  served  in  the  U..S. 
Navy  during  World  War  II.  attaining  the  rank  of 
commander. 

From  1947  to  1952,  Mr.  Hogan  was  on  the  legal  staff 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  .Authority,  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Ma.iagrment,  and  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs.  From 
1952  to  1961,  he  w;is  engaged  in  the  private  practice  of 
law  in  The  Dalles,  Oreg.,  where  he  was  twice  elected  Dis- 
trict Attorney  (1956  and  1960).  From  1961  to  1968,  Mr. 
Hogan  served  as  general  counsel  of  the  Bonneville  Power 
.-\dministration,  in  Portland,  Oreg.;  as  Associate  Solicitor 
for  Water  and  Power  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  a.-;  Legislative  Counsel  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

Mr.  Hogan  is  married  and  has  three  daughters.  The 
Hogans  reside  in  Bethesda,  Md. 

note:  The  announcement  was  released  in  San  Clemente,  Calif. 


pTHE  PRESIDENT'S  NEWS  CONFERENCE  OF 
( AUGUST  22,  1973 

Hell  at  the   Western  ^'hite  House 

Secret.vry  of  St.\te 

The  President.  Ladies  and  gentlemen,  I  have  an  announcement  before 
going  to  your  questions. 

It  Ls  with  the  deep  sense  of  not  onK  official  regret,  but  personal 
regret,  that  I  announce  the  resignation  of  Secretary  of  State  William 
Rogers,  effective  September  3.  A  letter,  which  will  be  released  to  the 
press  after  this  conference,  will  indicate  my  appraisal  of  his  work  as 
Secretary  of  State.' 

I  will  simply  say  at  this  time  that  he  wanted  to  leave  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  first  4  years.  He  agreed  to  stay  on  because  we  had  some 
enormously  important  problems  coming  up,  including  the  negotiations 
which  resulted  in  the  end  of  the  war  in  \ietnam,  the  Soviet  summit,  the 
European  Security  Conference,  as  well  as  in  other  areas — Latin  America 
and  in  Asia — where  the  Secretary  of  Stat'',  as  you  know,  has  been  quite 
busy  over  these  past  8  months. 

As  he  returns  to  private  life,  we  w  ill  not  oiil)  miss  him,  in  terms  of 
his  official  si:rvlcc,  but  I  shall  particulai  K  mi.-.s  him  because  of  his  having 
been,  tlirough  the  years,  a  vciy  close  peiNonal  fiiciid  and  adviser. 

Tiiat  peisoiial  fiitiidshlp  and  atKiiw  liowcvcr,  I  hope  still  to  have 
the  benefit  of,  and  I  know  that  I  will. 


'  For  an  e.sthaiige  of  letters  bttwei-n  tlu  I'l'.'-itlfiit  and  Sccrelnry  of  St.itc  Ro;^eis, 
.see  pa;.>,c  l'J25  of  this  issue. 
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h.ivi-  ii.-t  h.;d  ..i;irc  I'.'Ci'j  Inat  is,  jircspi  rity  uilimut  w.ir 
and  \\i;liout  ind.ilion-  -Ixiause  througliuni  the  Kiiinnly 
ye.iii  and  Ihrougliout  the  Johnson  years  whauvet  pros- 
perity wc  had  was  at  the  cost  of  cither  inflation  or  war  or 
both.  I  don't  say  that  critically  of  them,  I  am  simply  say- 
ing we  hase  got  to  do  better  than  that. 

Now  our  goal  is  to  move  forward  then,  to  move  for- 
ward to  build  a  structure  of  peace.  .\nd  when  you  say, 
do  I  consider  resigning,  the  answer  is  no,  I  shall  not  resign. 
I  have  3/2  years  to  go  or  almost  S/j  years,  and  I  am  going 
to  use  every  day  of  those  3/i  yeai^  'r>ing  to  get  the  people 
of  the  United  States  to  recognize  that  whatever  mistakes 
we  have  made  that  in  the  long  run  this  Administration  by 
making  this  world  safer  for  their  children  and  this  Admin- 
istration by  making  their  lives  better  at  home  for  them- 
selves and  their  children  deserves  high  marks  rather  than 
low  marks.  Now  whether  I  succeed  or  not,  we  can  judge 
then. 

Q.  Mr.  President. 

The  President.  We  always  have  to  have  Mr.  Deakin 
for  one. 

Q.  As  long  as  we  are  on  the  subject  of  the  American 
tradition  and  following  up  Mr.  Rather's  question,  what 
was  authorized,  even  if  the  burglary  of  Dr.  Fielding's  office 
was  not,  what  wa.s  authorized  was  the  1970  plan  which 
by  your  own  description  permitted  illegal  acts,  illegal 
breaking  and  entering,  mail  surveillance  and  the  like. 

Now  under  the  Constitution  you  swore  an  oath  to  exe- 
cute the  laws  of  the  United  States  faithfully.  If  you  were 
serving  in  Congress,  would  you  not  be  considering  im- 
peachment proceedings  and  discassing  impeachment  pos- 
sibility against  an  elected  public  official  who  had  violated 
his  oath  of  office? 

The  Presioent.  I  would  if  I  had  xiolated  the  oath  of 
office.  I  would  also,  however,  refer  you  to  the  recent  de- 
cision of  the  Supreme  Court  or  at  least  an  opinion  that 
even  last  year  which  indicates  inherent  power  in  the 
Presidency  to  protect  the  national  security  in  cases  like 
this.  I  should  also  point  out  to  you  that  in  the  3  Kennedy 
years  and  the  3  Johnson  \ears  through  1966,  when  bur- 
glarizing of  this  type  did  take  place,  when  it  was  au- 
thorized on  a  very  large  scale,  there  was  no  talk  of 
impeachment  and  it  was  quite  well  known. 

I  shall  also  point  out  that  when  you  ladies  and  gentle- 
men indicate  your  great  interest  in  wiretaps,  and  I  under- 
stand that,  that  the  height  of  the  wiretaps  was  when 
Robert  Kennedy  was  Attorney  General  in  1963.  I  don't 
criticize  it,  however.  He  had  over  250  in  1963,  and  of 
course  the  average  in  the  Eisenhower  .Administration  and 
the  Nixon  .\dministration  is  about  1 10.  But  if  he  had  had 
ten  more  and  as  a  result  of  wiretaps  had  been  alile  to 
discover  the  Oswald  plan,  it  would  have  been  worth  it. 

So  I  will  g.j  'n  another  question. 

Q.  Mr.  Prtsi'lent,  do  you  still  consider  Haldenuin  .Tud 
rhrlichni.'!!  two  of  the  fiiirst  public  servants  you  have  ever 
known? 


Ti-  PRtsiuF.Nr.  I  certainly  du.  I  Io..'<  upon  pulilx 
sciv.ii  H  a.s  men  who  have  .:;ot  to  he  judged  by  their  entire 
record,  not  by  simply  parts  of  it.  Mr.  Khrlichmun  and  .Mr. 
Halde.-nan,  for  4'/j  years,  have  served  with  great  dlstiirc- 
tion,  with  great  dedication,  and  like  everybody  in  this 
deplorable  Watergate  business,  at  great  pervjnal  sacrifice 
and  with  no  personal  gain. 

We  admit  the  scandalous  conduct.  Thank  Cod  there 
has  b^en  no  personal  gain  involved.  That  would  be  going 
much  too  far,  I  suppose. 

But  the  point  that  I  make  with  regard  to  Mr.  Halde- 
man  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  is  that  I  think,  too,  that  as  all 
the  facts  come  out,  that — and  when  they  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  have  their  case  heard  in  court  and  not  simpK  to 
be  tried  before  a  committee,  and  tried  in  the  press,  and 
tried  in  television — they  will  be  e.\oncrated. 

Mr.  Homer. 

Q.  Mr.  President,  could  you  tell  us  your  recollection  of 
what  you  told  John  Dean  on  March  21  on  the  subject  of 
raising  funds  for  the  Watergate  defendants? 

The  Preshjent.  Certainly.  Mr.  Haldeman  has  testi- 
fied to  that,  and  his  statement  is  accurate.  Basically,  what 
Mr.  Dean  was  concerned  about  on  March  21  was  not  so 
much  the  raising  of  money  for  the  defendants,  but  the  rais- 
ing of  money  for  the  defendants  for  the  purpose  of  Jceeping 
them  still — in  other  words,  so-called  hush  money.  The  one 
would  be  legal — in  other  words,  raising  a  defense  fund  for 
any  group,  any  individual,  as  you  know,  is  perfectly  legal 
and  it  is  done  all  the  time.  But  if  you  raise  funds  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  an  individual  from  talking,  that  is  ob- 
struction of  justice. 

Mr.  Dean  said  also  on  March  21  that  there  was  an 
attempt,  as  he  put  it,  to  blackmail  the  White  House,  to 
blacbnail  the  White  House  by  one  of  the  defendants.  In- 
cidenvaliy,  that  defendant  has  denied  it,  but  at  least  this 
was  ^>hat  Mr.  Dean  had  claimed,  and  that  unless  certain 
amoJ.^t5  of  money  were  paid,  I  think  it  was  $120,000  for 
attorneys  fees  and  other  support,  that  this  particular  de- 
fendant would  make  a  statement,  not  with  regard  to 
Watergate,  but  with  regard  to  some  national  security  mat- 
ters in  which  Mr.  Ehrlichman  had  particular  respon- 
sibility. 

My  reaction,  very  briefly,  was  this:  I  said,  as  you  look 
at  this  I  said,  "Isn't  it  quite  obvious,  first,  that  if  it  is  going 
to  h.'.ve  any  chance  to  succeed,  that  these  individuals 
aren't  going  to  sit  there  in  jail  for  4  years?  They  are  going 
to  h.^.ve  clemency;  isn't  that  correct?" 

He  said,  "Yes."  I  said,  "Wc  can't  give  clemency."  He 
agreed.  Then,  I  went  to  another  point.  I  said,  "The  second 
poii'.t  is  that  isn't  it  also  quite  obvious,  as  far  as  this  is  con- 
cerned, th.it  while  wc  could  raise  the  money" — and  he 
indicated  in  answer  to  my  question,  it  would  probably  take 
a  Mii'.li.  '11  d  jll.Trs  over  4  yeai^i  to  take  care  of  this  defendant, 
and  others,  on  this  kind  of  basis — the  problem  was,  how 
do  \ou  get  the  money  to  them,  and  also,  how  do  you  get 
aroi::id  the  problem  of  clemency,  because  they  are  not 
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43.     On  August  22,  1973  Special  Counsel  Wright  told  Judge  Sirica 
that  the  President  had  told  Wright  that  on  one  of  the  subpoenaed  tapes 
there  was  national  security  material  so  highly  sensitive  that  the 
President  did  not  feel  free  even  to  hint  to  Wright  Its  nature. 


I  Page 
43.1  Charles  Alan  Wright  statement,  August  22,  1973, 

In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73,  55-56 500 
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43.1     CHARLES  ALAN  WRIGHT  STATEMENT,   AUGUST  22,    1973,   IN  RE 
GRAND  JURY.   MISC.    47-73.    SS-S6 


(11:55  a.  ra.)  AFTER  RECESS 

ARGUMENT  IM  REDUTTAi:-  BY  COUriSEL  FOR  RESPOMDE'ITS 


MR.  Kx'^IGHT:   Mr.  Chief  Judge,  I  should  like  to  begin 
a  brief  response  v;ith  the  final  question  you  put  to  the 
Special  Prosecutor. 

You  asked  him  as  I  recall  whether  this  decision 
about  executive  privilege  is  not  one  wholly  for  the  President. 
He,  of  course,  contends  it  is  not.   IJe  contend  that  it  is, 
and  we  believe  that  what  may  have  been  lost  sight  of  in  the 
very  pov;erful  argument  of  my  friend  is  that  what  we  are  talking 
about  here  is  the  President  of  the  United  States.   We  are  not 
talking  fungibly  about  legislators,  judges,  and  cabinet  officer 
We  are  talking  about  that  officer  in  whom  Article  II  says 
executive  power  is  vested. 

I  plan  to  make  three  points  affirmably  in  regard  to 
that,  and  in  response  to  the  Special  Prosecutor,  but  I  would 
like  to  preface  those  by  noting  one  thing  that  the  Special 
Prosecutor  did  not  say,  and  I  found  the  omission  of  considera- 
ble interest. 

And,  that  is  that  he  did  not  repeat  the  suggestion  he 
had  made  in  his  brief  that  it  would  be  possible  to  excise  from 
these  tapes  irrelevant  material  or  national  security  material. 

I  dealt  with  tliat  in  my  initial  submission,  and  I  think 
the  Alderman  case  indicates  that  ho  can't. 


(500) 


43.1     CHARLES  ALAN  WRIGHT  STATEMENT,   AUGUST  22,    1973,    IN  RE 
GRAND  JURY,  MISC.    47-73,    66-56 


It  is  well  known  to  l.bra  Press,  at  lenst,  that  I 
have  ncvGr  heard  ar.y  of  these  tapes.   Presumably,  the  President 
of  the  United  Stste?  has  confidence  in  me  or  he  woi'.ld  not  have 
retained  me  to  represent  hirr,  here  today. 

I  was  subjected  to  full  field  security  clearance 
in  order  to  be  retained  for  that  position,  because  it  is 
regarded  as  a  position  of  a  sensitive  nature. 
if  Even  so,  and  I  unavoidably  breach  the  confidentiality 

of  Presidential  conversations  to  say  even  this,  the  President 
has  told  me  that  in  one  of  the  tapes  that  is  the  subject  of 
the  present  subpoena  there  is  national  security  materiel  so 
highly  sensitive  that  he  does  not  feel  free  even  to  hint 
to  me  what  the  nature  of  it  is. 

This  is  the  kind  of  material  that  will  necessarily  be 
made  public  at  least  on  demand  of  defendants  if  these  tapes 
were  ordered  produced.  

I  think  that  thatis  a  point  that  we  should  hold  in 
mind. 

THF.  COURT:   On  that  point,  let  me  ask  you  this.   What 

do  you  think  the  President's  feeling  v;ould  be  if  the  Court  feel 

that  there  should  bo  an  inspection  in  camera  of  these  tapes 

il  at  which  tine  the  Court  would  have  the  right  to  have  excised 

!l 

il 

or  tfjkcn  cut  or  those  tape^,  from  the  tapes,  anything  of  a 


■f 


!   sensitive  nf.tuic,  or  anytnina  thfit  referred  to  national  security? 
I 

I  I   understand  from  th>2  brief  thathe  would  not  even 
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.44.     On  August  22,  1973  David  Young  testified  before  the  Grand  Jury  that 
John  Ehrlichman  had  given  advance  approval  of  a  covert  operation  to  examine 
Ellsberg's  files  in  the  office  of  Dr.  Lewis  Fielding.  On  August  23,  1973 
Cox  requested  certain  records  relating  to  the  Pentagon  Papers  matter  and 
.the  Fielding  break-in.  On  October  4,  Associate  Special  Prosecutor  William 
Merrill  talked  to  Buzhardt  about  the  August  23  request  and  followed  up  his 
discussion  with  a  letter  to  Buzhardt  identifying  eight  documents  that  the 
Special  Prosecutor  needed  inmediately.  Cox  testified  on  October  29,  1973 
that  according  to  his  records  none  of  these  documents  had  been  turned  over 
to  the  Special  Prosecutor. 


44.1  Letter  from  Archibald  Cox  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt, 
August  .23,  1973  (received  from  Watergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force) 504 

44.2  Letter  from  Associate  Special  Prosecutor  William 
Merrill  to  J.  Fred  Buzhardt,  October  4,  1973 
(received  from  Watergate  Special  Prosecution 

^°"^^ 508 

44.3  Archibald  Cox  testimony,  SJC,  1  Special  Prosecutor 
Hearings  17 5, , 

44.4  David  Young  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No.  2 
August  22,  1973,  39-43 ,__  512 
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August   23,    1973 


J.  Fred  Buzhardt,  Esq. 
Counsel  to  the  President 
White  House 
Washington,  D.  C.   20500 

Dear  Mr.  Buzhardt: 

On  August  13,  1973,  a  federal  grand  jury  was 
impaLnelled  to  investigate  possible  violations  of 
various  federal  criminal  statutes.   The  grand  jury 
has  begun  hearing  testimony  and  receiving  evidence 
relating  to  the  alleged  September  3,  1971,  burglary 
of  the  offices  of  Dr.  Lewis  J.  Fielding,  Beverly 
Hills,  California,  and  the  alleged  cover-up  of  the 
burglary.  V7e  have  been  informed  that  the  alleged 
burglary  was  planned,  perpetrated  and  covered-up 
by  members  of  the  White  House  staff  and  their  agents. 
In  order  to  investigate  these  allegations  fully  it 
is  essential  that  as  we  present  the  case  to  the 
grand  jurors  we  be  furnished  certain  VThite  House 
records  relating  to  various  individuals  and  subject 
matters.   Accordingly,  I  request  that  you  promptly 
make  available  the  records  and  other  material 
described  below: 

1.   All  records,  logs  or  other  material  reflecting 
meetings,  appointments  or  telephone  conversations 
between  June  13,  1971,  and  December  31,  1971,  for 
each  of  the  following  individuals:   David  Young, 
Egil  Krogh,  Charles  Colson,  John  Ehrlichman,  E.  Howaird 
Htmt,  Jr.  and  G.  Gordon  Liddy.* 


*Some,  but  not  all,  of  tlae  material  included  in 
categories  1  and  2  has  been  received  by  this  office 
as  follows: 

A.  For  John  Ehrlichman:   (1)  Copies  of  typed 
meeting  logs  from  1970  through  April  1973,  excluding 
July  23  tlirough  July  27,  1971;  (2)  Copies  of  desk 
calendars  1971  through  1973. 

B.  For  Charles  Colson:   Copies  of  desk 
calendars  from  1971  through  April  1973. 

001020 
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2.  All  records,    logs  or  other  matarial 
reflecting  raeetings,    appointnents  or  telephone 
conversations  between  June  13,    1971,    and  December  31, 
1971,    of  the  President  v/ith  each  of  the  follo'.ving 
individuals:      David  Young,   Egil  Krogh,    Charles 
Colson,   John  Ehrlichman,   E.    Howard  Hunt,   Jr.    and 

G.   Gordon  Liddy.* 

3.  All  records  relating  to  the  Pentagon  Papers, 
Daniel  Ellsberg,  Dr.  Lewis  J.  Fielding,  E.  Howard 
Hunt,  G.  Gordon  Liddy,  Hunt  and  Liddy  Special  Project 
No.  One,  Project  Odessa,  or  Project  "O",  that  were 
authored  or  initiated  by,  addressed  to  or  received 
by  any  of  the  following  individuals:  David  Young, 
Egil  Krogh,  Charles  Colson,  John  Ehrlichman,  E.  Hot*ard 
Hunt,  Jr.,  or  G.  Gordon  Liddy. 

4.  All  records,  including  telephone  toll  call 
records,  reflecting  telephone  calls  placed  from  or 
received  In  the  offices  of  David  Young,  Egil  Krogh, 
John  Ehrlichmam,  Charles  Colson,  G.  Gordon  Liddy, 
and  E.  Howard  Hunt,  Jr.  for  the  period  of  tine 
between  August  11,  1971,  and  September  15,  1971. 

5.  All  records  relating  to  Daniel  Ellsberg, 
the  Pentagon  Papers,  Dr.  Lewis  J.  Fielding,  E.  Howard 
Hunt,  Jr.,  G.  Gordon  Liddy,  Hunt  and  Liddy  Special 
Project  No.  One,  Project  Odessa,  or  Project  "O", 
that  were  removed  from  the  files  of  Egil  Krogh  at 
the  Department  of  Transportation  and  delivered  to 
the  t-Thite  House  or  Executive  Office  Building  by 

or  on  behalf  of  Egil  Krogh  or  Saundra  (Greene) 
Sheperd  frota  the  period  beginning  December  1,  1972, 
until  May  31,  1973,  including  all  records  relating 
to  G.  Gordon  Liddy  delivered  to  the  safe  in  Egil 
Krogh 's  foxnner  office  and  subsequently  trajisf erred 
therefrom  to  the  custody  or  control  of  Leonard 
Garment. 

6.  All  records  relating  to  the  Pentagon  Papers, 
Daniel  Ellsberg,  Dr.  Lewis  J.  Fielding,  Hiint  and 
Liddy  Special  Project  No.  One,  Project  Odessa, 
Project  "O",  E.  Howard  Hunt,  Jr.,  and  G.  Gordon 


*See  footnote  on  preceding  page. 
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Liddy,  that  were  transmitted  to  John  Ehrlichnan 
from  or  on  behalf  of  David  Young  between  March  23, 
1973,  and  March  27,  1973,  and  on  April  30,  1973. 

7.  All  records  relating  to  the  Pentagon 
Papers,  Daniel  Ellsberg,  Dr.  Lewis  J.  Fielding, 
Hunt  and  Liddy  Special  Project  No.  One,  Project 
Odessa,  Project  "O",  E.  Howard  Hunt,  Jr.,  and 
G.  Gordon  Liddy,  deposited  in  the  Presidential 
files  by  or  on  behalf  of  each  of  the  following 
individuals:  John  Ehrlichnan,  David  Young, 
Egil  Krogh,  and  Charles  Colson.   In  connection 
herewith,  identify  the  date  or  dates  of  deposit 
for  each  item  deposited  and  the  individual  on  whose 
behalf  said  records  were  deposited. 

8.  All  records  relating  to  the  conpany  known 
as  Wagner  and  Baroody,  Ptiblic  Relations,  1100  17th 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.  C.   20036,  including 
the  members,  partners,  directors,  officers,  share- 
holders or  employees  of  said  entity,  including 

all  records  relating  to  Joseph  Baroody  in  connection 
with  a  White  House  request  for  and  delivery  to  the 
Executive  Office  Building  of  five  thousand  dollars 
($5,000)  in  cash  between  August  20,  1971,  and 
September  3,  1971.   In  connection  herewith,  please 
furnish  all  records  that  reflect  Joseph  Baroody' s 
visits,  entries  or  admissions  to  the  White  House 
cr-Executive  Office  Building  between  August  20, 
1971,  and  September  3,  1971. 

Although  I  feel  confident  that  these  requests 
are  framed  with  all  the  specificity  necessary  for 
a  subpoena,  I  recognize  that  some  of  them  may  present 
problems  of  identification  and  retrieval  depending 
upon  the  exact  methods  of  filing  and  indexing.  The 
problem  could  have  been  greatly  simplified  if  you 
had  felt  able  to  agree  to  the  kind  of  inventory  of 
the  papers  left  by  various  assistants  to  the  President 
as  proposed  in  my  earlier  letters.  At  this  point 
perhaps  the  most  convenient  course  —  provided  that 
you  are  willing  to  make  any  disclosures  —  would  be 
for  you  to  confer  with  William  n.  Merrill,  one  of 
my  senior  Associate  Special  Prosecutors.  He  can 
explain  informally  everything  lying  behind  the  speci- 
fications amd  perhaps  could  indicate  what  course  you 
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should  follov/  after  you  explained  any  problems 
of  retrieval.   I  would  be  glad  to  participate  in 
the  conference  if  this  would  be  helpful. 

I  am  aware  that  some  of  the  papers  to  which 
we  request  access  may  be  classified-   In  that  event 
questions  could  arise  later  concerning  whether  they 
were  to  be  submitted  to  a  grand  jury  or  used  in  a 
judicial  proceeding.   It  would  seem  to  me,  however, 
that  no  national  security  considerations  are  perti- 
nent at  this  stage.  When  Mr.  Richardson  appeared 
before  the  Senate  Judiciary  Conrnittee  as  the 
President's  nominee  to  the  position  of  Attorney 
General,  he  gave  both  the  Committee  and  myself  his 
asBuramce  that  no  papers  would  be  withheld  from  mo 
on  grounds  of  national  security,  and  that  any 
questions  concerning  their  use  in  judicial  proceed- 
ings would  have  to  be  argued  cut  in  the  manner 
followed  whenever  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
between  the  Attorney  General  and  other  officials 
concerned  with  secxirity  ajid  classification.   Needless 
to  add,  I  have  received  all  the  top  clearzuices,  as 
has  Mr.  Merrill. 

Sincerely, 


/KZ 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


cc:   Files 
Chron 
A.  Coj 
H.  Ruth 
W.  Merrill 
C.  Breyer 
P.  Bakes 
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October  4,  1973 


J.  Fred  Buzhardt/  Esq. 
Counsel  to  tha  President 
The  White  House 
V/ashington,  D.  C.   20500 

Dear  lir.  Buzhardt: 

This  is  to  follow  up  our  telephone  conversation 
today  in  which  I  was  inquiring  cibout  the  production 
of  the  docximents  requested  in  Mr.  Cox's  letters  of 
August  23  and  August  27. 

In  the  hope  that  it  may  aid  you  in  complying 
with  our  request,  there  are  several  specific 
documents  included  in  the  categories  set  forth 
in  the  August  23  and  27  letters  for  which  we  and 
the  grttnd  jurors  have  an  immediate  need: 

1.  A  memorandum  of  late  June  or  early 
July  1971  from  Charles  Colson  to 

H.  R.  Haldeman  relating  to  the  Pentagon 
.      Papers  and  Daniel  Ellsberg. 

2.  A  memorandum  of  July  8,  1971  from 
Patrick  Buchanan  to  John  Ehrlichman 
relating  to  the  Pentagon  Papers  and 
Daniel  Ellsberg. 

3.  A  memorandum  of  late  July  or  early 
August  1971  from  Charles  Colson  to 
John  D.  Ehrlichman  relating  to  Howard 
Hunt,  "the  Krogh  operation,"  and  the 
Special  Investigations  Unit. 

4.  A  memorandum  of  lata  July  or  August 
1971  from  Howard  Ktint  to  Charles 
Colson  relating  to  Hunt's  views  on 
tha  functions  or  personnel  of  the 
Special  Investigations  Unit. 
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5.  A  namorandum  or  report  of  late  August 
1971  from  G.  Gordon  Liddy  and  Howard 
Hunt  to  Egil  Krogh  and/or  David  Young 
relating  to  Hunt  and  Liddy 's  late 
August  trip  to  California  and  their 
planned  trip  on  the  Labor  Day  weekend 
of  1971  for  purposes  of  entering 

Dr.  Lewis  J.  Fielding's  office. 

6.  A  memorandum  of  August  1971  from  Charles 
Colson  either  to  John  Ehrlichman  or 
David  Young  (with  a  copy  to  Ehrlichman) 
relating  to  receiving  the  results  of  the 
Hunt  and  Liddy  trip  to  California. 

7.  All  records,  logs  or  other  material 
reflecting  expenses  incurred  or  travel 
by,  expense  or  travel  authorization 
of,  or  expense  or  travel  reimbursement 
for  E.  Howard  Hunt,  Jr.  and/or  G.  Gordon 
Liddy  under  their  own  names  or  under  any 
aliases,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
the  names  of  Edward  Warren,  Edward 
Hamilton,  George  Leonard  and  Larimer 
from  the  period  of  July  -6,  1971  through 
December  31,  1972. 

8.  All  pay,  salary,  fee  or  employment 
records,  including  time  sheets  and  pay 
vouchers,  for  E.  Howard  Hunt,  Jr.  and 

G.  Gordon  Liddy  from  July  6,  1971  through 
December  31,  1972.* 

So  that  there  is  no  misunderstanding,  the  teirni 
"records"  as  used  in  this  request  and  in  the  request 
of  August  23,  1973,  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to, 
all  correspondence,  memoranda,  receipts,  reports, 
logs,  invoices,  travel  or  time  sheets,  pay  records 


*Items  7  and  8  include  all  payments  and  reimburse- 
ments directly  by  the  White  House  or  indirectly  by 
the  Republican  National  Committee,  the  Political 
Travel  and  Expanse  Fund,  or  any  other  fund  or  account. 
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and  other  ^-nritings,  v;hafcher  printed,  typewritten 
or  hand-.'/ritten,  xvhather  original,  carbon,  or 
other-.-7ise  copied.   It  further  includes  all  taoa 
recordings,  tapes,  dictabelts  or  other  mechanical 
reproductions,  or  transcripts  thereof,  or  steno- 
graphic notes,  or  photographic  reproductions. 

Sincerely, 


V7illiain  H.   Merrill 
Associate  Special  Prosecutor 


cc:      Files 
Chron 

bcc:      Merrill  001045 

Bakes    /^ 
Ruth^ 
Feldbaum 
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17 

I  can  see  tliem  all.  If  there  is  something;  that  is  truly  irrelevant  and 
it  would  embarrass  anybody  in  a  way  that  was  irrelevant  to  the  investi- 
gation to  have  it  come  out,  I  wasn't  going  to  have  it  come  out. 

So,  ao;ain,  it  is  simply  the  passage  of  time  and  delay  that  I  am  seeking 
to  emphasize  in  getting  action. 

There  were  undoubtedly  other  individual  papers  that  we  got,  and  I 
can't  remember  all  of  them.  One  was  Howard  Hunt's  pass  to  the  White 
House  which  we  finally  got  with  the  aid  of  a  subpoena.  Another  was  a 
memorandum  made  by  Presidential  As.sistant  Kehrli  dealing  v.'ith  the 
termination  of  Hunt's  employment.  A  third  was  the  list  of  contribu- 
tions kept  by  the  President's  secretarj^  Miss  Rosemary  Woods.  And 
there  v.ere  imdoubtedly  others.  But  for  the  most  part  I  must  say  it 
seemed  to  me  that  our  efforts  were  verj'  unsuccessful. 

SpocificaUy  there  were  a  lot  of  papers,  and  I  am  going  just  to  make 
dear  that  we  were  not  furnished  all  papers  other  than  those  relating 
to  Presidential  conversations,  and  I  am  going  to  read  some  of  the 
uests. 

On  August  23,  we  had  a  list  as  follows:  ' 

All  records  and  logs  reflecting  meetings  or  telephone  conversations  of  Young, 
Krogh,  Colson,  Ehrlichman,  Hunt  and  Liddy,  between  June  13,  1971,  and 
December  31,  1971. 

Those  dates  embrace  the  various  activities  of  the  plumbers  and 
particularly  the  break-in  at  Dr.  Fielding's. 

Logs  of  meetings  between  the  President  and  each  of  the  meetings  named  in 
the  above  paragraph  during  the  same  period. 

Three,  all  records  sent  to  or  received  by  the  individuals  named  above  relating 
to  the  Pentagon  Papers,  EUsberg,  Fielding,  Hunt,  Liddy,  special  project  No.  1, 
Project  Odessa  or  Project  O. 

Fourth,  telephone  conversations  in  those  dates. 

Fifth,  all  records  relating  to  the  sutjjects  described  above  that  were  removed 
from  Krogh's  files  at  Department  of  Transportation  and  delivered  to  the  White 
House  or  Executive  Office  Building  between  December  1,  1972  and  May  31,  1973. 

This  is  one  of  the  things  that  led  me  to  remark  that  Presidential 
files  had  a  w^ay  of  e.vpanding. 

Sixth,  all  records  relating  to  the  subjects  described  in  (D)  above  that  were 
transmitted  from  Young  to  Ehrlichman  between  March  23  and  March  27,  1973, 
nnd  on  April  30,  1973. 

Next, 

.^U  records  relating  to  subject  described  in  (C)  above  that  were  deposited  in 
Presidential  files  on  behalf  of  P^hrlichman,  Young,  Krogh  or  CoLson. 

The  letter  also  asked  for  the  dates  of  deposit  and  the  individual. 
And  the  final  one  of  this  particular  group: 

All  records  relating  to  Wagner  and-Baroody,  including  all  records  relating  to 
the  delivery  of  five  thousand  dollars,  and  records  of  visits  by  Baroody  to  the 
W  hile  House  or  E.xecutive  Office  Building. 

On  August  27  we  requested  all  records  relating  to  Joseph  Ivraft, 
electronic  surveillance  of  Joseph  Kraft,  and  then  it  goes  on  further, 
iflentification  of  specifics  and  there  is  no  need  to  take  \o\xv  tia\e  to 

\c\  it. 

Mter  about  a  motitli  and  a  half  of  discussion  on  this  subject  we 
identified  nine  specific  items  that  were  particularly  urgent  among 
them,  but  according  to  my  records  none  of  those  were — have  not  yet 
lieen — produced. 
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NO.    2.    39-43 3CJ 

A  Yes,    sir, 

Q    In  fact,  let  rae  call  your  attention  to  the  first 
page  of  the  memo  where  there  appears  to  be  signatures  opposite 
the  names  of  the  authors  and  are  those  initials  yours  and 
Bud  Krogh's? 

A    Yes,  I  believe  so.  I   know  that  is  certainly  my 
initials,  yes,  and  look  like  Dud  Krogh's. 

Q    You  recognise  it  as  being  Bud  Krogh's,  -also  opposite 
his  name? 

A    Yes. 


n\  Q    Going  back  to  the  top  of  the  second  page  with 


respect  to  what  I  have  just  road  to  you  about  a  covert  operation 
to  examine  the  medical  files  held  by  Ellsberg's  psychoanalyist. 
prior  to  the  date  of  this  meniorandum  had  you  had  any  discui^siorts,- 
you  and  or  Mr.  Krogh,  witii  I4r.  Erhlichraan  about  such  an 
undertaking?   In  other  words,  to  examine  the  medical  files 
still  held  by  Elloberg's  psychoanalyist? 

A    Yes.   Follov/ing  the  suggestion  xvhich  v:as  made 
sometime,  I  would  think,  in  very  early  August  by  Mr.  Hunt, 
and  it  must  have  been  in  tandem  with  the  CIA  doing  this — 

Q    What  suggestion  did  Mr.  Hunt  make? 

A    Mr.  Himt  made  the  suggestion  that  perhaps  one  way  of 
gaining  information  vrhich  v'ould  give  us  some  indication  of 
the  scope  of  the  problem,  plus  assist  in  determining  the  motives, 
etcetera,  with  regard  to  the  psychological  assessment  would 
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be  to  have  a  covert  operation  undertaken  to  examine  the  files 

held  by  Doctor  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist? 
3|       A    That  is  basically  the  tenor  of  the  way  it  v;as 
4I   suggested  to  Mr.  Erhlichman,  along  that  same  line. 

5  Q    As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Hunt,  at  least  in  the 

6  documents  I  have  shown  to  you,  originally  made  this  suggestion! 
in  the  July  28  memorandum,  which  you  and  Mr.  Krogh  referred  | 
to  in  your  August  3  memorandum? 

A    That  we  would  look  into  other  suggestions  that 
Hunt  had  made. 

Q    My  point  is,  2md  listen  to  my  question,  Mr.  Hunt  had 
originally, at  least  in  writing, made  this  suggestion  about  an 
examination  of  the  files  held  by  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist  in 
his  July  28  niemorandun? 

A    That  is  correct,  except  that  V7as  to  Mr.  Colson  and, 
although  I  had  the  memo  and  apparently  referred  to  it  when  I 
wrote  it  August  3,  I  am  just  saying  the  first  I  recall 
thinking  about  it  was  when  Mr.  Hunt  personally  brought  it  up 
to  me. 

Q    It  may  well  have  been  before  he  wrote  the  memorandum 

A    That  is  certainly  possible,  yes. 

Q    So,  in  any  event,  after  the  suggestion  was  made  by 
Hunt,  I  guess  you  started  to  say  you  and  Mr.  Krogh  then  talked 
to  Mr.  Erhlichman  about  this  suggestion? 

A    That  is  correct.   I  think  Mr.  Krogh  and  I  talked  a 
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little  bit  about  it.   We  certainly  talked  about  it  prior  to 
talking  to  Mr.  Erhlichrnan  about  it. 

Q    You  talked  to  Mr.  Erhlichrnan, then, sometime,  I  take 
it,  prior  to  the  date  of  the  August  11  memorandum? 

A    That  is  correct,  yes. 

Q    What  did  Mr.  Erhlichrnan  say  at  that  time? 

A    The  tenor  of  the  exchange,  the  essence  of  the 
exchange  vras  simply  tliis  had  been  suggested  by  Mr.  Hunt  as 
a  possible  v/ay  of  finding  out  information  V7hich  v:e  were 
trying  to  gather,  as  I  just  explained,  to  determine  the  motive 
etcetera,  and  Mr.  Erhlichrnan  simply  listened  and,  in  effect, 
said,  "Let's  think  about  it."   He  did  not  say  "good"  or  "bad" 
or  approve  or  disapprove.   It  was  simply  c   Ist's-Uiink-about- 
it  type  of  reaction. 

Q    You  have  indicated  that  yoa  were  aware  that  Mr. 
Ellsberg's  psychiatrist — let's  use  his  name  because  you  said 
his  name  was  meaningful  to  you — that  Doctor  Fielding  had 
declined  to  be  interviewed  by  -he  FBI.   As  a  matter  of  fact, 
that  declination  by  Doctor  Fielding  occurred  on  the  26th  of 
J\ily — sometime  prior  to  the  merxj  we  are  talking  about  here. 
Do  you  have  a  recollection  that  in  your  discussions  with  Mr. 
Erhlichrnan  that  he  was  aware  that  the  FBI  attempted  to 
interview  the  doctor  and  the  doctor  had  declined  to  be 
interviewed,  either  from  what  you  and  Mr.  Krogh  said  or  from 
what  Mr.  Erhlichrnan  said? 
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1  A    I  think  it  is  my  inference  that  I  understood  that 

2  Mr.  Erhlichman  also  was  av;are — otherwise  he  v/ould  have  said, 

3  "IVhy  don't  you  have  the  FBI  talk  to  the  psychiatrist?"   The 

4  inference  was  that  he  was  aware  that  had  been  done  and  if  he 

5  wasn't,  I  think  he  may  have  asked  and  he  would  have  been  told 

6  Q    As  a  matter  of  fact,  didn't  you  and  Mr.  Krogh  say  th 
is  one  of  the  reasons  it  would  have  to  be  a  covert  operation 

8  because  you  have  already  tried  with  the  FBI  and  failed?  ■ 

9  A   That  is  correct. 

10  Q    you  say  Mr.  Erhlichman  said  he  would  think  about  it. 

11  Did  you  have  any  further  discussions  with  Mr.  Erhlichman 
32   about  this  operation,  again  prior  to  the  memo  of  August  11? 

A    Not  that  I  recall.   I  don't  recall  any  other 

j^   discussions,  prior  to  that  memo 

,-        Q   -You  notice  on  the  copy  of  the  August  11  memo  under- 
neath  vjhere  I  stopped  reading  to  you  there  is  a  space  where 
the  word  "approve"  is  typed,  and  a  blank  line,  and  then  the 
word  "approve"  and  a  blank  line,  and  opposite  the  word  "appro'> 
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is  the  written  initial  "E."   Is  that  Mr.  Erhlichman 's  way 
of  indicating  his  approval  to  memos  that  he  receives,  as  far 
as  you  are  aware? 

A    Yes . 

Q    You  notice  written  underneath  that  are  the  words 
"if  done  under  your  assurance  that  it  is  not  traceable," 
Do  you  recognize  that  as  Mr.  Erhlichman *s  writing? 
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A  Yes,    I   do.        • 

Q    Did  you  or  Mr.  Krogh  have  any  discussions  with  Mr. 
Erhlichman  cibout  tha  language  that  he  had  \-nritten  on  the 
bottom  there  underneath  the  approval  "if:  done  under  your  . 
assurance  that  it  is  not  traceable"? 

A    Could  you  repeat  that? 

Q    Yes. 

A    Did  WG  have  discussions  as  to  the  meaning  of  that? 

Q    As  to  the  meaning  of  it  or  about  it  after  you  had 
gotten  the  memo  back.   I  take  it  you  got  the  memo  back  and 
you  say  it  had  been  approved  by  Mr.  Erhlichman  and  he  had 
written  that  on  it,  did  you  not? 
I      A    That  is  correct. 

Q    Did  you  have  any  discussions  with  him  c±>out  that 
to  indicate  to  him  how  it  would  be  done  so  that  it  would  not 
be  traceable? 

A    No,  I  don't  recall  any  discussions  with  him  on 
that. 

Q    What  did  you  understand  he  meant  by  "traceable"? 
Traceable  in  what  way/ 

MR.  MERRILL:   Why  don't  we  take  a  seven-minute 
break . 

(A  short  recess  was  taken.) 
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45.     On  August  27,  1973  Cox  requested  all  White  House  records 
relating  to  Joseph  Kraft  and  the  electronic  surveillance  o£  Kraft. 
Cox's  letter  to  Buzhardt  stated  that  his  request,  was  framed  with  the 
specificity  necessary  for  a  subpoena.  Cox  testified  on  November  5,  1973 
that  this  request  had  not  been  filled. 
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45. 1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER,   AUGUST  27,    1972 


August  27/  1973 


J,  Fred  Buzhardt,  Esq. 
Counsel  to  tha  President 
White  Housd 
Washington,  D,  C,   20500 

Dear  Hr,  Buzhardt: 

Title  18  U.S.C.  §2510  establishes  the  federal 
lawrelating  to  wire  interception  of  or-al  communi- 
cations. Violation  of  its  provisions  is  punishable 
by  Imprisomaant  for  not  mora  than  five  years  or  a    ■ 
fine  of  not  nvora  than  $10,000,  or.  both.   At  this 
tixae,  lay  office  is  preparing  to  present  to  £   federal 
grand  jury  testimony  and  evidence  relating  to  at 
least  one  specific  instance  in  vhich  the  provisions 
of  §2510  pay  have  been  violated  iy  current  or  forroar 
White  House  officials  and  their  agents.  Accordingly,, 
production  of  certain  records  urider  the  custody  and 
control  of  tha  Tfhlte  House  is  essential  to  a  full 
investigation.   I  therefore  request  that  you  promptly 
produce  tha  records  described  below:  ' 

All  records  relating  to  Joseph  Kraft,  electronic 
svirveil lances  of  Joseph  Kraft,  and  proposed  electronic 
surveillances  of  Joseph  Kraft,  including  all  records 
relating  to  Joseph  Kraft,  electrode  surveillances  of 
Joseph  Kraft,  and  proposed  electronic  surveillances 
of  Joseph  Kraft,  that  were  authored  or  initiated 
by  or  received  by  or  addressed  to  any  of  the  follow- 
ing individuals:   John  Ehrlichaan,  John  J.  Caulfield, 
and  John  Da vies. 

I  eua  confident  that  this,  request  is  freuned 
with  all  tha  specificity  necessary  for  a  sxibposna. 


00102U 


(518) 


45.1     ARCHIBALD  COX  LETTER,   AUGUST  27,    197Z 

It  would  also  seem  that  problems  of  retrieval  would 
be  minimal  in  this  case. 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD  COX 
Special  Prosecutor 


cc:   Files/ 
Chron 
A.  Cox 

-v.    H.  Ruth 

Bill  Merrill 
P .  Bakes 
C.  Breyer 
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PRnSKCUTOR  AND  WATKRaATE  GRAND  JURY  LEGISLATION,    294.    302 
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fftaff  and  Rctource  Support 

1.  Hvlection  of  Staff. — The  Sjiecial  I'rosocutor  sliall  have  fisU  nuthoritx  t» 
orpinize,  select,  and  hire  his  own  staff  of  attorneys,  InveHtigntors,  and  supiiortin; 
Iieoiiitnel.  on  a  full  or  part-time  l>asis,  in  »iii-h  numbers  and  with  such  (iiuilinca- 
tious  as  he  may  reasouahly  require,  lie  may  re«iuest  the  Assistant  Attomeyn 
Gencnil  ar.d  other  officers  of  the  l)ei>rtrtment  of  Justice  to  n^si^n  su<'Ii  personnel 
«nd  to  provide  such  other  asslstiince  he  may  roftsoiiahly  re<niirp.  AU  personnel  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  Includini;  UnUe<l  States  Attorney.-*,  .shall  coot^erate 
to  the  fullest  extent  possible  with  the  .SpwUil  Prosf-cutor. 

2.  Buil-yet. — The  Special  rrosocntor  will  be  t>rovide<l  with  .'•ticii  fund.s  ami 
facilities  to  carry  out  hl.<»  responsiblUtle.^  as  he  may  reasonably  require.  He  s'lall 
have  the  rizht  to  submit  budget  requests  for  funds,  positioo.s  and  other  as-^lst* 
ancc.  nud  -nch  requests  shall  receive  the  highest  priority. 

3.  l>e*i<jn<ition  and  RcHponaibiUty. — The  personnel  acting  as  the  yfaff  br«I 
assistants  of  the  Special  Prosecutor  shall  !;«  known  as  the  W.-itergate  Special 
Prosecution  Force  aud  shall  l)e  responsible  onl.v  to  the  Special  Pro.seeutor. 

Continut'l  Respontibilitiei  of  Ansiitnnt  AUnntejl  Gencrnl.  Criminal  DiviJ>ion.— 
■  Except  for  the  specific  investigative  and  prosecutorial  duties  Jisslgi-.ed  to  the  Sp^. 
cial  Prosecntor,  the  Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Criminal  Dirt- 
«ion  will  continue  to  exercise  all  of  the  duties  currently  ns.xicnetl  to  him. 

AppHcahle  Depnrtmentat  Policie*. — Except  «s  otherwise  herein  specified  or  ai« 
mutually  agreed  between  the  Special  Prosecutor  and  the  Attorney  General,  the 
Watersate  Special  Prosecution  Fore*  will  be  mibject  to  the  administrative 
regulation.*  and  policies  of  the  Department  of  Justice. 

Public  Rfportf. — ^The  Special  Prosecutor  may  from  time  to  time  make  puWie 
i«nch  statements'  or  reports  a.<»  he  deems  appropriate  and  shall  upon  completion 
of  his  a^smment  submit  a  final  report  to  the  appropriate  persons  or  entities  of 
the  ronsre^s. 

Dimticn  of  A»»i!tnment. — Tlie  Special  Prosecutor  will  carry  out  these  restpon- 
sdbnrrif«».  vrith  the  full  support  of  the  Pep.Trtment  of  Justice,  until  ."such  time 
««.  in  hi?  jTidgment.  he  has  completed  them  or  until  a  date  mutually  ajfreed 
npon  hetween  the  Attorney  General  and  him."!e!f. 

AFTERNOON-    SESSION' 

^fr.  Hrxo.\TE.  Tl>p  committor  \tW\  b<»  in  order. 

Tr.»  .Ttv  ip.«miiin<r  lionriii,':^  on  House  Joint  Kosoluttoji  7J'4  unci 
rclateii  r.ioasiwes  providine  for  tlie  appointment  of  a  ?pe<^ial 
Prnaecutor. 

TTe  .Tre  pleased  to  have  with  H3  this  nfternoon  ^Slr.  Archibald  Co.t. 
tlio  fon.-.er  Special  Prosecntor. 

I  und.-rst:;nd  that  yon  do  not  Iiavc  a  prepared  statement.  ^Ir.  Cox. 
bnt  .von  ^vill  speak  to  us  e.Ktemporaneously. 


c 


TESHMONY  OP  HOK  ARCHIUALD  COX,  FORMER  SPECIAL 

PROSECUTOR 


'Sir.  C ^x.  T  have  pulled  my  thou;rht.s  to<rr«tlier.  ^fi*.  Chaiiinan.  and 
T  wouM  Iv  clad  to  speak  for  a  few  minutes  about  the  question  that  is 
before  tl\'  conunittee  and  then  answer  any  questions  you  have. 

Mr.  Hrxn.xTF.  "We  would  bo  pleaded  to  hear  from  ynu.  You  mav 
proceed  r.s  you  wish,  and  at  the  conclusion  of  your  stnlemont  we  will 
inotiire  un.ler  the  3-minute  nile. 

yU:  Cox. 

^Ir.  C<">.\.  As  T  .•'ee  it,  Mr.  Chninnan.  the  sinjrle  irtvatesr  need  of  the 
countty  roliiy  is  the  restoration  of  ronfidence  in  the  b.o.sie  inte^rrity  of 
jroveinmevit. 

AVe  m.iy  o'm\  do  safely  dill'er  over  policies  and  projrniirs.  But  in  a 
free  socvty  no  iroverniM^nt  i.^  piwsihie  witl'oiit  a  larire  de;rree  of  lu>ic 
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Tlie  oHier  three  items  Jiie  similur  to  tliose.  I  think  I  hnvc  given  vou 

nn  illiistnitioii.  Those,  as  I  suid.  were  asked  back  on  Aiiiriist  2^.  And 

to  the  best  of  my  ki)o\vI(d<^e,  none  of  them  have  been  supplied.  Tlif 

lecpiest  WHS  narrowed  in  terms  of  what  was  needed  at  once  about 

a  month  ago.  liiit  even  the  narrower  list,  to  the  best  of  my  kjiovrlcdge. 

has  not  been  supplied. 

f    'Another  example  was  a  request  for  records  relating  to  the  ■wire- 

ltap|>ing  of  Jo:-eph  Kraft.  That  was  presented  August  27,  and  has 

I  not  been  filled. 

A  second  example  of  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  infonnation  of  course 
is  afforded  by  the  famous  tapes  and  memornndums  relating  to  conver- 
sations with  the  President. 

I  should  say  simnly  that  the  nine  tapes  that  were  covered  bj-  the  snb- 
pena  that  was  taken  out  of  the  district  court  were  not  the  only 
ones  which  would  be  imjiortant  to  the  full  investigation  of  these  sulv- 
jects.  Hut  they  were  good  examples,  and  were  therefore  rhosen  for  the 
court  case. 

A  third  asiJect  of  this  problem  was  simply  the  delavs  in  obtaining 
things.  For  example,  it  was  in  July  after  we  got  a  siibpena  that  the 
counsel  to  the  President  advise<l  the  court  that  the  so-called  political 
matters  memorandums  prepared  by  Stnichan^  for  ilr.  Haldcnian 
would  be  supplied.  But  it  was  actually — I  am  going  by  memoi-y — but 
it  was  6  weeks  or  more  or  later  that  we  ever  got,  actually  got  the 
memoranduius. 

Now.  someof  thet'mec.n;i  be  laid  at  my  dooi>step  in  that  I  acquiesced. 
Mr.  J.  Fred  Buzliardt  called  me  sometime  after  saying  that  they  would 
supply  the  papers  azid  said: 

I.rxik  here.  si>nie  of  thes«  piipers  nr<>n"t  conceivablj"  relevant,  but  tliey  woalJ 
W  ilaia-iginje  in  a  way  to  investigators  not  ensraged  In  any  inveMti^ntion  anybody 
woiilil  »«^  inten-'tHd  iu.  Do  we  hnve  to  supply  you  with  thoxe? 

I,  of  course, replied: 

V.VIl.  niitil  I  can  see  tlieni  and  uinke  »ure  fb.it  rhey  .nre  not  In  aii.v  way  related 
to  an  ir.vestljfiUion  I  should  conduct,  why  of  ootirso  you  don't  have  to  give  na 
rho>f.  I  am  cot  out  to  fiulwirrass  |>«>i>i>le  uniieci^ssaiily  for  thins><  \vl»icLL_are  nutlifc^^-^ 
.•»«y  >en>p  Uiv(>Ir>^l  In  irrons  dnin?  *>f  attf  I:tntT":iiMl  are  tliert'fore  uot  a  iirr>p*»r 

s:;hjK.-r  of  iiivesfiiratioi!. 

But  there  was  the  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  logs  that  T  mentioned 
at  trie  bf>irinniiig,  and  the  fact  that  some  of  thetn  haven't  been  stipplied. 

Anotlier  source  of  confcrn  about  this  tnatter  of  obtaining  papers  is 
il!u«tr.'ited  by  nn  excorjjt  from  a  memorandtun  written  to  nte  by  one  of 
tlie  attorneys  on  mvstaff  concei  ningr.n  interview  with  a  man  who  I  can 
identify  .as,  formally  or  not,  a  member  of  the  Wh'te  House  staff,  but 
wl'.nm  i  would  prefer  to  call  X.  if  you  don't  mind.  Mr.  Chainnan.  And 
he  refers  to  another  member  of  the  staff  whom  I  would  prefer  to  call  Y, 
if  I  may. 

X,  who  was  the  witness  being  interviewed  by  one  of  our  attorney.', 
nl.-o  exph'ined  that  iinmedi;;tely  after  Y  testified  before  the  Senate 
Watergjite  Connnittee.  Y  indicated  to  X  that  the  Senate  was  going  to 
subpona  X"s  and  Y's  political  liles.  X  consulted  with  Buzbanlt.  who 
determined  that  to  avoid  the  subpena  problem  all  of  X's  po1iti">al  files 
should  be  deposited  in  the  President's  liles.  That  day  X  I'oiMlvd  his 
Hie  and  <leposited  the  relevant  material  in  the  President'.s  tile. 

I  do  jiot  me;>n  to  insinuate  that  there  was  anything  ilhvral  or  im- 
proper about  this.  I  just  don't  know  as  to  that,  I  honestly  don't  know. 

o 
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